

















ANY 


EY 








Rew Fersep Law Fournal 


Eighty Years 


of Publication 











mene 








VOL. LXXXI—No. 39 


NEWARK, N. 


J., THURSDAY, 


SEPTEMBER 25, 1958 81 N. J. L. J. Index Page 485 


Copy: Twenty-Five Cents 








LAW — A testamentary charit- 
able trust which limits its bene- 
fits to “white” persons does not 
violate the 14th Amendment 
and is not invalid. 

—Where the trustee designated 
in a testamentary trust which 
directs discrimination as to the 
beneficiaries is a State agency 
which cannot effectuate such 
discrimination because of the 
14th Amendment, the trustee 
designated will be removed and 
a substituted trustee who can 
comply with the settlor’s direc- 
tives will be appointed. 

TRUSTS—The courts of the dom- 
icil of testator will not relinquish 
jurisdiction to another state 
over administration of testa- 
mentary charitable trusts un- 
less it appears administration 
from the domicil state will be 
inefficient or unduly expensive. 
Digested from an opinion by 

Drenk, J.C.C., rendered Sept. 16, 

1958. Chancery Div. Mills, et al 

y. Philadelphia. For plaintiffs — 

Ecw: in G. Scovel. For Hahnemann 
osp.— Augustine A. Repetto. For 

hiladelphia—Walter S. Jeffries, 
r. For Prisoners Family Welfare 


4 


Can a m 








League of Phila. 
Lapres, Jr. 

executors of the Estate of 
Tyler, late of Ventnor, At- 
County, seek construction 
will as to the validity of 
rusts keene ther re und er r and 
ad- 
be re- 
of Penn- 
















will, in 
> County, 


trusts 
bs2Usus, 


duly probated 
testatrix created 

naming * ‘The City of 
elphia acting by the Board 
Directors of City Trusts” as 
‘rustee, one for the benefit of 
white, American Born, needy and 
ant wives and of white, 
born, needy and de- 
children under 14 y 
of felons committed to 
tern State Penitentiary”, of 
adelphia, and the other for 
hospitalization or out patient 
weatment at Hahnemann Hospi- 
“white, American born, 

c] ‘hildren under 14 years of 

h chil idren not to be 


ae: 
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executors question the 
ty of the trusts by reason 
limitation of beneficiaries 
persons, their doubts 
deen engendered by the 
on of the U.S. Supreme Court 
ylvania v. Board of Trusts, 
The Board of City 
itends ecision in 
e is not applicable and is 


0 the field of per vemayenonn 
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n of ro orphans 
irard College. The U. S. 
e —— however, held 
Board of Directors of 
Sts which operated Gir 

€ as trustee under 
, iS an agency of t 
of of Pennsylvania and there- 
th Ough the Board was 
a trustee, its refusal to 
t Negroes to the college was 
on enon by the State for- 
“ Oy the 14th Amendment. 
remand from the USS. 
€ Court, the Pennsylvania 
removed the Board of City 
*S as trustee, appointed 
“Stituted non- -governmental 
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Digests of Recent Opinions 


TRUSTS — CONSTITUTIONAL 
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trustee and dismissed the ,priginal 
appellant’s petition for admission 
o the college. Appeals from these 


The “Modern Clerkship” As A Method of 
Skill Training 


by Robert A. Kessler 


Insurance Ass'n 
Presenting Title Forum 





questionaires, which were very 


Middlesex Bar And — 
| 
| 


The Middlesex County Bar As- | 





decrees were thereafter prosecut- SOciation, with the cooperation; (Continued from last week) | ¢laborate, the letters to law stu- 
ed to the U.S. Supreme Court Of the New Jersey Title Insur- | Clerkship In Operation dents asked only four questions: 
where, on motion, the appeals ance Association, will present a How has clerkship fulfilled its The year of expected graduation, 


were dismissed thus 
decrees in effect. 
The basis 


leaving the 


of decision of the 
U.S. Supreme Court was the fact 
that the Board of Directors of City 


real estate Title Forum at its whether the student intended to 


ue function of providing these min- 
first Fall 





practice in New Jersey, and if 





eting to be held on imal practical skills which even ‘ = 
Tuesday, September 30, 1958 at/ the client of the freshly licensed 2Ot where, and why not. 
6:30 P. M. at the Oak Hills Manor | has the right to expect? For counsellors, the important 


Restaurant, Plainfield Avenue,! The New Jersey Supreme Court questions generally added up to 











Trust is an agency of the State of Metuchen, N. J. |Committee undertook to find what they expected of (and 
Pennsylvania and that an agency Albert W. Seaman, President | Out. After consultation with Dr. found deficient in) clerks by 
of the state is prohibited under of the Middlesex County Bar As- , George Gallup on the adequacy way of training preliminary to 
the 14th Amendment from parti- sociation, and Maurice A. Silver,;Of the questions and the samp- clerkship, how these defects 
cipating in any act of discrimina- President of the New Jersey Title |ling techniques selected,“ it could be corrected, and where 
tion. There was nothing to in- Insurance Association, announce | ™ailed out 1199 questionaires to | they felt the basic skills of prac- 
dicate the opinion in this regard that the Moderator of the/| attorneys (primarily those ad- tice could best be learned.” With 
was limited to the field of educa- Forum will be the Hon. Dubois|Mitted since 1948), and 1166 to regard to the latter, the respond- 
tion. Similarly, there was no in- S. Thompson, Middlesex County | Counsellors. Forty-nine and one ents were requested to choose 
dication by the US. Supreme Judge. The Panel will consist of | half per cent of the attorneys among clerkship, law school or 
Court that the trust itself was Dennis W Maloney, of Title |Treplied, and only 29.2% of the practice. It is not surprising that 
violative of the 14th Amendment. Guaranty & Trust Co. of New counsellors. In addition 444 let- the majority felt practice was 


The decision only was that the 
Board as a State Agency could 
ion to Girard Col- 
on a discriminatory basis. 
The court in no way indicated any 


not deny admiss 
lege 


rest 


riction on the right of an in- 


dividual to limit the beneficiaries 





“(Continued on page 2, col. 1) 


the best teacher (in everything 
but legal research.)* We might 
comment that such obvious ques- 
tions deserve such answers. 
With respect to their positive 
suggestions regarding clerkship: 
of those who answered, few 
wanted to eliminate the clerk- 
ship, fewer still wanted to short- 


ters were sent to New Jersey 
Students attending 8 out of state 
law schools.” In contrast to the 


York; Max Schwartz, of Lawyers | 
Clinton Title Insurance Company 
of New Jersey and Walter A.| 
Sprouls, of New Jersey Realty | 
Title Insurance Company. ‘Omnibus Judgeship And 

The Forum was arranged for Jenkins-Keogh Bills Fail 


the Bar Ass’n by Samuel Kaplan | 
and David Goldsmith. | In 85th Congress 























Possessor of Lands Cha 


A possessor of land is deemed 
to have “maintained” a condition 
paar as a reasonable man he 
hould have foreseen would occur, 
those the condition did not de- 
velop until shortly before the ac- 
sued upon. This was the 
holding of the U.S. Court of Ap- 
peals for the Third Circuit in 
Menneti v. Evans Construction, 
No 12,590, decided Sept. 17, 1958. 
In the same case, the court also 
held that where the trial court 
on motion after judgment enter- 
ed judgment n.o.v. and in the 
alternative granted a new trial, 
the cause must be remanded for a 
new trial if the appellate court 
reverses the judgment n.o.v. 

In the case involved, plaintiff 
sued for the death of a seven 
year old boy who drowned in a 
ditch which had been dug by de- 
fendant Morrow Contracting Co. 
on lands owned by defendant 
Evans, for the purpose of burying 
tree stumps preparatory to de- 
veloping the lands. Plaintiff had 
judgment but on motion there- 
after the court granted judgment 
for defendants notwithstanding 
the verdict on the ground the 
ditch had only become filled with 
water between 6 and 30 hours be- 

the accident and that there- 
fore sufficient time had not elaps- 
ed adie the condition to have been 





ririent 
ciaent 





fore 


maintained” by defendants un- 

r Sec. 339 of the Restatement 
a ‘the Law of oe In revers- 
ing this holding the Court of Ap- 


held: 


peals 


was tried on the theory 
derived from the Re- 
statement of the Law of Torts, 
$339 (1934). This was proper in- 
asmuch as $339 has been adopted 
by the Supreme Court of Penn- 
sylvania as the law of that state. 






Dugan v. Pennsylvania Railroad 
Co., 387 Pa. 25, 127 A.2d 343 (1956); 
see also Kravetz v. B. Perini & 
Sons, 252 F.2d 905, 907 (C.A. 3, 
1958). That section reads as fol- 
lows: 


“A possessor of land is sub- 
ject to liability for bodily harm 
to young children trespassing 
thereon caused by a structure 
or other artificial condition 
which he maintains upon the 
land, if (a) the place where the 
condition is maintained is one 
upon which the possessor knows 
or should know that such chil- 
dren are likely to trespass, and 


Condition He Should Have Foreseen 


Both the omnibus federal en it, most wanted to retain it at 
rgeable With Dangerous | judgeship bill and the Jenkins- 9 months, or even increase it to 
|Keogh individual retirement a year.” Most also felt it should 


be continuous and completely 
after law school (neither of 
which is presently required).™ 
Most felt that clerks should be 


|legislation failed of passage in 
| (b) the ndition is one of | the final days of the 85th Con- 
which the possessor knows or| gress. Both are sure to be rein- 
should know and which he re-| troduced in January when the 








alizes or should realize as in-|86th Congress convenes. After allowed to make court appear- 
volving an unreasonable risk| Passing the House of Represen- ances in uncontested matters 
of death or serious bodily harm /tatives July 29, the Jenkins- and even in a limited number 
to such chil dren, and (c) the| Keogh bill was held without of contested matters where su- 
children be e of their youth| action in the Senate Finance pervised by the ging 8 The 
do not discover the condition| Committee. An effort by Sena- overwhelming majority felt that 
or realize risk involved in|tor Potter (R-Mich.) to by- the value of the clerkship to the 





law student was worth br time 
nd effort required of hir 
The questionaire to attorneys 


pass the committee and attach 
it as an amendment to another 
bill failed. 


intermeddling 
ing within t 
gerous by it 


in it or in com- 
he area made dan- 
and (d) the utility 


























to the possessor of maintaining ee he was pr imarily directed to cae 
the condition is slight as com- Essex Bar To Consider — ag pei gm 
pared to the risk to y il- ° their own pre-legal 1 7 
ial sue aa Legal Aspects Of Atomic school training and their clerk- 
; eel Energy ships. They were also asked for 
In its charge the district court ———— suggest ions on improvement of 
left for the c ieration of the Volpe and Plaine to Present 
jury all of the factual questions Views of Private Practioner to their own 
embraced in $339, including the And Government Counsel largest single 
sti of whether the a lv ent t “ex- 
was “maintained” by defendants |. “OPPOrtunities for the lawyer y valuable”” ‘Their 
Each of the tual issues was re- = the Field Of SiGe BRACES st onl ; icumiiaiin “for 
solved in favor of plaintiff and will be discussed at the first meet- ee pop nna gies ate 
pire Seales ae pl is jing of the Essex County Bar Improveme were to provi 
against both celendants. | Association for the fall season, adnguate compensation, stand- 
In the post-trial action of en-/to be held Monday evening, ards for preceptors and better 
tering judgments for defendants; October 6th, at the Downtown supervision to ae non- 
notwithstanding the verdicts, the|Club in Newark. The guest legal use of cler ks (in that ect 
district court concluded that the| speakers, both of whom are New der).” Most : urprising, however, 
ditch became filled with water| Jersey attorneys formerly from in view of the avorable evalu- 
only between 6 and 30 hours be-| Essex County and now practicing ation of their individual clerk- 
fore the accident occurred and/in Washington, D. C., will be ships by so many, was the sug- 
therefore, as a matter of law,|Joseph Volpe Jr. and Herzel H. gestion by 12% or Pace who 
sufficient time did not elapse for|E. Plaine. answered this Cs ranan (only 
a dangerous dition to have! Volpe has served as Consultant somewhat more than half of 


those who evaluated their own 





been “maintained,” as that word) to Bernard M. Baruch, U. S. Del- 























is used in $339. The district court | egate to the U. N. Atomic Energy clerkships offered renege — 
defined “maint: as “an inten-|Commission in 1946 and was on improvements) that Page 
tional retent of an artificial first Deputy General Counsel ships be eliminated.’ This sug- 
condition * * * after the possessor| and later General Counsel to the gestion represented, howev _— 
had actual or constructive know-/|U. S. Atomic Energy Commission (Con tinued on page 5, col. 1) 
ledge of its existence.” The ap-;|from 1947 to 1951. He will pre- Pp eee vee 
pellant does not disagree with} sent the legal aspects of atomic +s Report - 
this definition but urges that the|energy from the viewpoint of the 2. ‘tia time) ‘Se 
district court erred in deciding! private practitioner. ean Gish sana e . 
Taree ie 7 Plaine is with the office of the cs — ; 
(Continued on page 2, col. 3) General Counsel, Atomic Energy , 52. Re rt. x‘ 
~|Commission and is a former | 53. Kemrt. A x ( Appendix 
Wildstein To Address Special Assistant to _ _— se rt, Anpendix C.D. | Appendix 
ney General of the U. S. He is| P., p. D-S. As to pres ee reer 
Bergen Bar On Rules recognized as an expert on the = 35. Report, Appendix ©, p. C4, Ay x 
Changes lrules of practice of the Atomic '”.! Ee aE pe 
= | Energy Commission. He will pre- ) 10. Tn 37 he Be Bie 
The Bergen County Bar Associ-|sent the Government’s Vi€W- ktejort. Appendix | C-4, Appendix D 


ation will hold a dinner meeting| point. 





on Wednesday evening, October; Prior to tne regular meeting, 
lst, at 6 P.M. at Neptunes Inn, e on 
Route 4, Paramus. The speaker at| Practice and Procedure in the 





the meeting will be Julius Wild- | Probate Courts, under the Chair- 
stein, co-author of New Jersey|manship of Harrison F. Durand, 
Rules Service and a member of | will hold an informal discussion 
the New Jersey Supreme Court | 'on the recent decision in In Re 
Rules Committee, who will ana-| | Kantner, 50 N. J. Super 582. 
lyze the recent changes in the | Samuel S. Saiber will lead the 
Court Rules. ' discussion. 








Page Two 











DIGESTS OF RECENT OPINIONS 





(Continued from page 1) 





for which he creates a trust, 
whether the trust so created is 
limited or discriminatory or not. 
It held only that a State Agency 
is prohibited under the 14th 
Amendment from exercising any 
discrimination prohibited there- 
under though the trust sought to 
be administered by the agency 
provides for such discrimination 
and is completely lawful and with- 
in the rights of an individual to 
create. 

The trusts created by testatrix 
are therefore lawful and limited 
to the classes for which she made 
provision. Since the Board, the 
named trustee, is prohibited from 
exercising the discriminatory pro- 
visions of the trust so established, 
the Board will be removed as Trus- 
tee. 

In Martin v. Haycock, 22 N.J. 
1, the New Jersey Supreme Court 
said that unless an intention that 
administration is to be supervised 
by the courts of his domicil is 
expressed by testator, the courts 
of testator’s domicil will not or- 


the trust were completed was 
proper but that retention of juris- 
diction thereafter, to the detri- 
ment of the trust and its objec- 
tives, was improper under the 
facts there present. 


In the instant case the bene- 
ficiaries are not limited to resi- 
dents of Pennsylvania, it does not 
appear from the will that testa- 
trix intended that a Pennsylvania 
trustee be substituted or the 
courts of that state given juris- 
diction, and it is uncertain at this 
time whether the trusts can be 
more effectually performed and 
the beneficiaries best served by 
out of state trustees. Should it 
appear at some later date after 
definite plans have been formu- 
lated that administration of the 
trusts from New Jersey would be 
inefficient or unduly expensive, 
then this court will on proper 
application consider removal of 
the administration of the trust 
to the jurisdiction of Pennsylvan- 
ia. The Camden Trust Company 
is therefore appointed as substi- 
tuted trustee. 





dinarily administer a _ foreign 
charity created by his will, but} 
will direct that the money be paid 
over to proper persons at the} 
locus of the charity, leaving its| 
administration to the courts of | 
that place. In the course of its| 
opinion in the cited case the court | 
further indicated that retention | 
of jurisdiction over the trust | 
there involved until formulation | 
and creation of definite plans for | 
administration and operation of 
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|bution of the shares will take 


ESTATES The date of the 
judgment of distribution is the | 
determinative date of valua- 
tion of shares of stock for dis- 
tribution purposes. 

Digested from a per curiam 
opinion rendered Sept. 15, 1958. 
Appellate Div. In re Kantner. For 
the motion — Ralph S. Mason. 
Contra—Richard J. S. Barlow, Jr. 

On June 17, 1958 the Appellate 
Division filed its opinion on ap- 
peal herein determining that un- 
less the parties agreed upon a 
specified valuation of certain 
shares of stock in the estate the 
shares were to be valued, for pur- 
poses of determining the number 
of shares to be distributed to the 
widow pursuant to the provisions 
of the will creating a trust for 
her benefit, at their value as of 
the date of application by the 
executor for approval of the ac- 
count and for distribution. The 
application referred to was made 
on December 6, 1957 and the or- 
der of distribution by the county 
court, fixing as the date of valu- 
ation the date of the decedent’s 
death, was entered on the same 
date as the filing of the applica- 
tion, December 6, 1957. 

The executors now move for 
revision of the opinion so as to 
set as the determinative valuation 
date the day when actual distri- 


place, presumably in the near 


future. 
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{ Held: Apparently there has been 
|some decline in the value of the 
shares since the date of judgment 
in the trial court. The course re- 
quested by the movant would be 
unjustified. The entry of the or- 
der of distribution settled the 
rights of the parties as of that) 
date, subject, of course, to appeal. 
The mere fact that the appeal in 
this case resulted in a correction 
of the provision concerning valu- 
ation contained in the order made 
by the trial court and delayed the 
date of actual physical distribu- 
tion does not affect the status of 
the date of the judgment of dis- 
tribution as the properly deter- 
minative date of valuation for 
distribution purposes. 

The opinion and mandate are 
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Two New Laws Signed in 
August 


By William Greenhouse 

CHICAGO (ACCN)—On Aug. 
21 last, Public Law 85-700 was 
signed by the president and be- 
came effective. This amends the 
Immigration and Nationality 
Act of 1952 (66 Stat. 217) in an 
important aspect with reference 
to first preference petitions pre- 
viously approved. 

The new amendment reads as 
follows: 

“Sec. 2. The Act of September 
11, 1957 (71 Stat. 639), is hereby 
amended by inserting after sec- 
tion 12 the following additional 





modified so as to substitute a 
reference to the date of the judg- 
ment of the trial court in the | 
place of the reference to the date | 
of application by the executors | 
and trustees for approval of their | 
account and for distribution, as 
set forth in the last paragraph 
of the opinion. In all other re- 
spects the motion is denied. No 
costs. 


Possessor of Lands 


(Continued ‘from page 1) 


that the ditch became a danger- 
ous condition only after it became 
filled with water. The appellant 
contends that the dangerous con- 
dition was the ditch itself, so sit- 
uated on low ground that the 
possessors of the land should have 
foreseen that it might have filled 
with water from the spring rains 
which fell in the days before the 
drowning. We agree with the posi- 
tion of appellant. 

While it is true that it was the 
water in the ditch which caused 
the harm, a reasonable man must 
be considered to have foreseen 
that the rainfall, a normal phe- 


this particular ditch to fill with 
water. The ditch was located in 
such a spot that it became a 
catch basin for the drainage from 
the surrounding terrain. The jury 
could very well conclude that a 
reasonably prudent person should 
have foreseen the filling of the 
ditch inasmuch as heavy spring 
rains are not uncommon in east- 
ern Pennsylvania. 

It is apparent that the danger- 
ous condition was created at the 
end of the first day of the work 
done by Morrow. That being so, 
it becomes obvious that a suffici- 
ent length of time elapsed bet- 
ween the two crucial events—the 
creation of the condition and the 
drowning—to make it a jury ques- 
tion whether the condition was 
“maintained.” 


It is our conclusion that the 
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| Side the verdicts for plaintiff and 
|entering judgments for defend- 
| ants. 


ARTHUR W. CROSS, INC. 4 


granting judgments notwithstand- 


district court erred in setting a- 





The district court took the fur- 
ther action of granting in the 
alternative a new trial, conclud- | 
ing that the verdicts were against | 
the weight of the evidence and | 


Following | 
|in Montgomery Ward & Co. v.| 
| Duncan, 311 U.S. 243 (1940), our| 
| Only recourse is to remand for a 
|new trial. The Court there said, | 
pat page 254: 


nomenon of nature, would cause] “ 


{tion and Nationality 


section 12A: 

“Sec. 12A. Any alien eligible 
for quota immigrant status un- 
der the provisions of section 203 
(a) (1) of the Immigration and 
Nationality Act on the basis of 
a petition approved by the at- 
torney general prior to July 1, 
1958, shall be held to be a non- 
quota immigrant and shall be 
issued a nonquota immigrant 
visa: Provided, That upon his 
application for an immigrant 
visa and for admission to the 
United States the alien is found 
to have retained his status as 
established in the approved pe- 
tition. This section shall be ap- 
plicable only to aliens admis- 
sible to the United States except 
for the fact that immigrant visa 
is not promptly available for is- 
suance to them because the 
quota area to which they are 
chargeable is oversubscribed.’ ”’ 

Thereafter the immigration 
regulations were amended, ap- 
pearing in the Federal Register 
on Aug. 22, which issues working 
regulations for administering the 
act. 

The regulations provide that 
a Form I-507 should be filed by 
all those persons who believe 
they are subject to the amend- 
ment of Section 245. 

In the Federal Register of Aug. 
22, Part 235(a) of Chapter I, 
Title 8 of the Code of Federal 
Regulations entitled ‘‘Preexam- 
ination of Aliens within the 
United States” has been drasti- 
cally amended. Henceforth no 
applications for preexamination 
will be accepted after Aug. 21, 
1958, and thereby creates addi- 
tional problems for adjustment 
of status. 

Formerly an illegal entrant 
into the U. S. could, upon mar- 
riage or other preference under 
the quota, have adjusted his 
status by going to Canada for 
one day under the procedure 
known as “preexamination” and 
then would be admitted for per- 
manent residence. 

Now such privilege has been 
taken away and it may be neces- 
sary for the alien to return to 
his native country to obtain the 
issuance of a visa. 

Public law 85-616, also signed 
in August, permits the creation 
|of lawful admission for perman- 
ent residence to the U. S. of 


|| that the verdict in the survival|@Y alien who entered prior to 
| action was excessive. 
| the decision of the Supreme Court | 


June 28, 1940. 
The law more 
reads as follows: 
“Section 249 of the Immigra- 
Act (66 
219; 8 U. S. C. 1259) 
“Sec. 249. (a) A record of law- 


specifically 


| Stat. 


| Recent Changes In Immigration Procedure 


ful admission for permanent 
residence may, in the discretion 
of the attorney general and un- 
der such regulations as he may 
prescribe, be made in the case 
of any alien, as of the date of 
the approval of his application 
or, if entry occurred prior to 
July 1, 1924, as of the date of 
such entry, if no such record i; 
otherwise available and_ suc} 
alien shall satisfy the attorne; 
general that he is not inadn 

sible under section 212 (a 
sofar as it relates to criminals 
procurers and other immora 
persons, subversives, violato 
the narcotic laws or smugg 
of aliens, and he establishes 
he (a) entered the United State; 
prior to June 28, 1940; (b) ha 
had his residence in the United 





in. 
ail 









States continuously since suc 
entry; (c) is a person of goo 
moral character: and (d) is no 


ineligible to citizenship.” 

In effect this law mean y 
individual may have a record o: 
lawful admission created in hi 
case regardless of the origina! 
method of entry, changing the 
original cut-off date from Jul: 
1, 1924 to June 28, 1940. 








Announcements 


The firm of Ard & Barbier 
been dissolved. Joseph G. Ba 
and John L. Ard will continue the 
practice of law individually z: 
their present address, 286 Nort: 
Broad St., Elizabeth. 








Vincent J. Jennings, 
Special Attorney, Office 
Chief Counsel, Internal Reveny: 
Service, has opened offices for th: 
practice of law specializing in tax 
matters at 60 Park Place, Newark 


fray ar'° 
tormer.; 








more 


Albridge C. Smith 3rd has n 
ed his New Jersey law to 
23 Palmer Square West, Princeton 





Ernest Gross, Herbert W. Weiss- 
berger and Martin A. Spritzer have 
formed a partnership for the gen 
eral practice of law undé 
name of Gross, Weissberger anc 
Spritzer with offices at 5 Elm Row 
New Brunswick. 
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“Should the trial judge enter | 
judgment n.o.v. and, in the al- 


ternative, grant a new trial on|}} 


any of the grounds ass signed | 
therefor, his disposition of the | 
motion for a new trial would | 
not ordinarily be reviewable, | 
and only his action in entering 
judgment would be ground of 
appeal. If the judgment were! 
reversed, the case, on remand, 
would be governed by the trial 
judge’s award of a new trial.” | 
The order of the district court 
ing the verdicts will be reversed 


and the cause will be remanded | 
for further proceedings in accord- | 
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REVIEW OF SUPREME COURT'S WORK 


(Continued from last week) 





Allegheny Case 

In urging that the tax be 
struck down, the government 
also relied on United States v. 
Allegheny 322 U. S. 174. But the 
court distinguished Allegheny, 
explaining that the tax there 
was “Simply and forthrightly 
imposed on the property itself, 
not on the privilege of using or 
possessing.” Here the tax is im- 
posed_on a party using tax ex- 
empt property for its own 
“peneficial personal use” and 
“advantage.” In addition, the 
Court said, the Michigan tax 
applies to every private party 
who uses exempt property in 
Michigan in connection with a 
business conducted for private 
gain. This means persons who 
use property owned not only by 
the federal government, but by 
the state, its political subdivi- 
ons, churches, charitable or- 
ganizations, and other entities. 
The class defined thus is not an 
arbitrary or invidiously discrim- 
inatory one. 

As to the current status of 
the federal immunity doctrine, 
the Court asserted: “Today the 
ted States does business with 
a vast number of private parties. 
In this Court the trend has been 
to reject immunizing these pri- 
vate parties from nondiscrimin- 
atory state taxes as a matter of 
constitutional law.” 

In the second case, a federal 
contractor performing contract 
work in the government’s manu- 
facturing plant asserted the fed- 
eral immunity doctrine against 
imposition of the Michigan tax. 
Under the contractor’s permit 
for use of the plant, it agreed 
not to include any part of the 
cost of the facilities in the price 
of goods supplied to the govern- 
ment under the contract. 

The Court found only two 
factual distinctions between this 
case and the previous one—first, 
the contractor was not using the 
property under a formal lease 
but under a “permit”; second, 
the contractor was using the 
property in the performance of 
its contracts with the govern- 
ment. The Court did not believe 
that either fact compelled a dif- 
result. “The vital thing 
the Michigan statute, and 
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¥e think permissibly so, is that 
contractor] was using the prop- 
in connection with its own 
commercial activities. The case 
might well be different if the 
Government had reserved such 


Panty 


artery 


1 over the activities and 
gain of [contractor] 
‘Mat 1t could properly be called 
4 servant’ of the United States 
" cy terms. But here [con- 
wactor] was not so assimilated 
SS 
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by the Government as to be- 
come one of its constitutent 
parts. It was free within broad 
limits to use the property as it 
thought advantageous and con- 
venient in performing its con- 
tracts and maximizing its prof- 
its from them. 

“If under certain conditions 
the State can tax 
for use of government property 


in connection with its business | 


conducted for profit—and as 
set forth in No. 26 [the preced- 
ing case] we are of the opinion 
that it can—the fact that [con- 
tractor] was carrying out a con- 
tract with the Government does 
not materially alter the case. 
{contractor] was still acting as 
a private enterprise selling goods 
to the United States. In a cer- 
tain loose way it might be called 


an ‘instrumentality’ of the Unit- | 


ed States, but no more so than 
any other private party supply- 
ing goods for his own gain to the 
Government.” 

Work in Process 

However, the Court struck the 
heaviest blow at federal 
munity in the third case, where 
it held that a government con- 
tract’s provision vesting in the 
United States title to all parts, 
materials, and work in process 
acquired in performance of the 
contract does not render a sub- 
contractor immune from Michi- 
gan city and county “personal 
property taxes” on the value of 
such parts, materials, and work 
in process. 

Although Michigan styled the 
taxes imposed on the contractor 
as personal property taxes, the 
Court asserted that in passing 
on the constitutionality of a 
state tax it is concerned with 
“its practical operation.” Conse- 
quently, when determining 
whether the tax violated the 
government’s constitutional im- 
munity, substance and not form 
must govern. As applied, the 
Michigan tax involved here, the 
opinion asserted, imposed a levy 
on a private party possessing 
government property that it was 
using or processing in the course 
of its own business. 

Thus, in “practical operation 


and effect,” the Court held, the | 


taxes in question are identical to 
those upheld in the preceding 
cases On persons using exempt 
real property. It saw “no essen- 
tial difference so far as consti- 
tutional tax immunity is con- 
cerned between taxing a person 
for using property he possesses 
and taxing him for possessing 
property he uses when in both 


instances he uses the property | 


for his own private ends.” Coun- 
sel have not “pointed to any- 
thing else which would bar a 
state from taxing possession in 
such circumstances. * * * Law- 
ful possession of property is a 
valuable right when the posses- 
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[contractor] | 
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sor can use it for his own per- 
sonal benefit.” 
| It is true, the opinion con- 
| ceded, that the Michigan statute 
does not expressly state that the 
the person in possession is taxed 
|“for the privilege of using or 
| Possessing” personal property, 
|but, the Court concluded, 
| strike down a tax on the posses- 
'sor because of such verbal omis- 
sion would only “prove a victory 
for empty formalisms.” 

U. S. v. Allegheny was again 
distinguished, the Court stress- 
ing that in Allegheny the ques- 
tion was expressly reserved 
whether the state could tax a 
person possessing government 
property for the possession and 


use of such property in connec- | 


tion with his own profit-making 
activities. 
Immunity Dissents 


Mr. Justice Whittaker and Mr. 
Justice Burton dissented in all 
three cases. In so far as the 
lessee of the plant was concerned 
in the first case, they stated: 

“Disregarding form and labels, 
and looking to substance, it is, 
I think, crystal clear that this 
is a transparent direct imposition 
|}upon the government’s property 
interests (as distinguished from 
the lessee’s leasehold estate) in 
this real estate of the general ad 
valorem real property tax com- 
monly assessed on, and against 
} the owners of, all real estate in 
| Michigan, but under the guise of 
|a tax upon the lessee for the 
| privilege (as construed by the 
|majority)—granted by the fed- 
}eral government, not the state 
|—of using (though it will be 
noted, the statute does not in 
| terms tax ‘use,’ but, rather, taxes 
\‘real property’ see Sec. 1), the 
| government’s property, and, 
| thus, the statute seeks to accom- 
| plish by indirection that which 
ithe state is constitutionally pro- 
hibited from doing directly.” 


a government plant under per- 
|mit, it seemed 
'“that the government itself was 
actually using its plant in the 
full and only 
‘government,’ 


plants. United States v. 
gheny County, 322 U. S. 174-188. 


Therefore, [contractor] not only | 
had no estate in this real estate | 


to be taxed, but, moreover, it had 
no independent right of use of 
the government’s plant to be 
subjected to a use tax. We think 
it must follow, 
majority’s interpretation of the 
law—which we 
erroneous—that 
imposed by the state, however it 
may be reviewed, is a direct tax 
against the government and is, 
hence, invalid.” 

In the third case, where title 
|to work in process passed to the 
|United States, the dissenters 
thought “that the government 
|owned the materials on the as- 
|sessment date; that the tax was 
imposed on those materials; 
that the tax was a general ad 
| valorem tax and that the gov- 
‘ernment was constitutionally im- 
mune from such taxation by 
| the states.” 

Mr. Justice Harlan went along 
with the majority in the first 
| two cases “in view of this Court’s 
past decision in the privilege- 


the tax here 


tax cases.” However, in reaching | 


its conclusion in the third case, 
|Mr. Justice Harlan asserted, the 
majority proceeded on the prem- 
ise that the state’s character- 
ization of the tax as a personal 
|property tax is not binding on 
ithe Supreme Court and relied 
on the circumstances that this 
government property was used 
for private gain, that the tax 
was collectible under the statute 
from the subcontractor and not 
from the government, and that 
|the tax was nondiscriminatory. 
| All of these factors, Mr. Justice 
|Harlan reasoned, were present 
|in the Allegheny case, where the 
Court struck down a local tax 


to | 


In the second case involving | 
the federal contractor operating | 


plain to them | 
sense that the} 
being an abstrac- | 


ition, can ever use its military | 
Alle- | 


even under the, 


believe to be| 


| also cast in the traditional lan- 
|}guage of a “property tax.” He 
| Stated: “Although the Court 
here purports to distinguish Al- 
legheny, it seems to me that the 
,authority of that case has now 
been reduced almost to the van- 
‘ishing point, for neither the tax 
statute here nor in Allegheny 
qualified application of the tax 
to property employed in private 
| commercial activity.” 

| By holding that the ad val- 
|orem personal property 
| should be regarded as “privilege 
| taxes,” Mr. Justice Harlan said 
jthat “the Court has injected 
| further uncertainties into a field 
|already plagued by excessive 
refinement.” 

Mr. Justice Frankfurter con- 
_ curred in the result in the first 
| two cases, but dissented in the 
| third. He thought that the Court 
|was rejecting in practice the 
| doctrine of constitutional im- 
|munity by arguing “from the 
| right of a state to levy an excise 
'tax against a contractor for the 
| enjoyment of property that gives 
|him an economic advantage be- 
| cause it is otherwise immune for 
taxation, to the right of a state 
professedly and directly to lay 
an ad valorem property tax on 
| what is indubitably government 
property.” (U. S. v. Detroit, 26 
LW 4146; U. S. v. Muskegon, 26 
|LW 4151; Detroit v. Murray 
|Corp., 26 LW 4152) 

The issue involved in the third 
case was also before the Court in 
a case arising in Wisconsin. The 
Court affirmed by order the 
Wisconsin Supreme Court’s de- 
cision that imposition of the 
Wisconsin tax upon materials in 
the possession of a government 
contractor did not violate the 
federal immunity doctrine. 
(American Motors Corp. v. Ken- 
osha, 26 LW 3254) 


| Loyalty Statements 
Constitutional challenges were 
upheld by the Court against a 
California statute requiring a 
tax-exemption claimant to sign 
a loyalty statement on the tax 
return and thereafter assume 
|the burden of proving loyalty 
throughout the tax proceeding. 
The Court thought the First 
Amendment was violated. “The 
vice of the present procedure is 
that, where particular speech 
falls close to the line separating 
the lawful and the unlawful, 
the possibility of mistaken fact- 
finding—inherent in all litiga- 
tion— will create the danger that 
the legitimate utterance will be 
penalized. The man who knows 
|that he must bring forth proof 
and persuade another of the 
| lawfulness of his conduct neces- 
sarily must steer far wider of 
the unlawful zone, than if the 
| State must bear these burdens. 
| This is especially to be feared 
|when the complexity of the 
| proofs and the generality of the 
| Standards applied, * * * provide 








taxes | 


but shifting sands on which the 
itigant must maintain his posi- 
tion. How can a claimant whose 
declaration is rejected possibly 
sustain the burden of proving 
the negative of these complex 
factual elements? In practical 
operation, therefore, this pro- 
cedural device must necessarily 
produce a result which the State 
could not command directly. It 


| can only result in a deterrence of 
'speech which the Constitution 


makes free.” 

Mr. Justice Clark dissented. He 
stated that the majority’s hold- 
ing that requires California to 
bear the burden of proof “is a 
wholly novel doctrine, unsup- 
ported by any precedent, and 
* * * inapposite to several other 
decisions of the Court unholding 
the application of similar oaths 
to municipal employees, * * * 
public school teachers, * * * can- 
didates for public offices, * * * 
and labor union Officials * * *.” 
(Spieser v. Randall, No. 483-484, 
First Unitarian Church v. Los 
Angeles, 26 LW 4479, 4487) 

By order, the Court reversed 
a third case in which the same 
attack was made on the Cali- 
fornia statute. (First Methodist 
Church of San Leandro v. Horst- 
mann, No. 485, 26 LW 3377). 


DECISIONS ON LABOR 
RELATIONS 


The article that follows is the fifth 
in a series briefly summarizing the 
opinions and work of the Supreme 
Court during its recent Term. The pre- 
ceding articles reviewed the highlights 
and statistics of the Term, and decisions 
on business regulation and taxation. 

Unions suffered two major de- 
feats in the Supreme Court dur- 
ing its recently concluded Term. 
First, the Court upheld an em- 
ployee’s right to bring a state- 
court damage action against a 
union for conduct that might 
also constitute an unfair labor 
practice under the Taft Act and, 
second, it wiped out the hot 
cargo clause as an absolute de- 
fense in a secondary boycott 
case. 


Malicious Interference 

In one damage case, the Court 
was faced with an employee’s 
common law tort suit for mali- 
cious interference with his occu- 
pation based on a union’s mass 
picketing and threats of violence 
that prevented him from work- 
ing. It held that the Taft Act 
did not preempt the field so as 
to bar the suit. 

In the Laburnum case, 347 
U. S. 656, 22 LW 4289, the Court 
explained, a state awarded an 
employer compensatory and 
punitive damages against the 
union for conduct that was 4 
tort and was also assumed to be 
an unfair labor practice. The 
situation here is comparable ex- 
cept that here, the National 
Labor Relations Board is au- 
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BONDING THE HOME BUILDER 


The term “development” has become almost a synonym in the 
present age for new residential housing. During the post-war period, 
a substantial number, if not the vast majority of the new homes 
constructed in this State and in the nation, have been erected in 
the pattern of the real estate development. As lawyers, we are at 
least conversant with the pattern: a builder purchases a tract of 
land, usually subject to a substantial land mortgage, and then sub- 
divides it into individual building lots. He erects a model house in 
which he installs a real estate agent armed with printed form con- 
tracts. Advertisements are placed in the newspapers and on balmy 
weekends, the public inspects the model and if it likes what it sees, 
signs contracts for the purchase of homes to be erected on designated 
plots in accordance with the model house it has seen. At the same 
time, depending upon the mortgage terms and the 
finances, the buyers put down cash deposits with the builder. 
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The 


builder proceeds to erect the houses with funds obtained from a con- | 


struction mortgagee, releasing the land mortgage as he goes along. 

Surely, there is nothing wrong with this pattern adopted by 
the building industry—so long as all goes well. During the ten-year 
period from 1946 to 1956, things did go well for the industry and 
very few people suffered any loss in the process. To the credit of 
the industry, millions of homes were constructed and delivered to 
satisfied buyers with substantial savings in cost to them brought 
about by the economics of mass production. 

But during the past two years, for a variety of reasons perhaps, 
all has not been well; and as the bankruptcy lists plainly show, many 
real estate developments have failed and large numbers of home- 


= s 


buyers have found their deposits wiped out. While no statistics are 
available to document this observation, the experience of most 


lawyers active in the field will confirm it. 

The recent period of difficulty in the industry reveals, we think, 
that the accepted pattern of doing business is not perfect and that 
there is need for remedial legislation to protect the public against 
substantial losses occasioned by the unscrupulous, the incompetent 
and even the well-intentioned but unsuccessful builder. 

An earlier period of distress in the building industry resulted in 
the enactment of legislation declaring that all moneys received by 
a contractor for the erection of a building constitute a trust fund 
for the benefit of suppliers, laborers, etc, misappropriation of which 
is a criminal offense. N.J.S.A. 2A:102-10 (L. 1932, c. 104, Sec. 2) The 
criminal liability imposed by this Statute is at best difficult of en- 
forcement, especially in the case of a large development where large 
scale land and off-site improvements must be undertaken. Moreover, 
it has been held that the Statute does not create any individual 
civil liability; see Pleny v. Schaedel, 44 N.J. Super 450 (Law Div. 1957), 
and the imposition of a criminal penalty upon the builder is scarce- 
ly of any comfort to the home-buyer who has had his deposit wipe 
out in a bankruptcy. 

So long as the trust fund concept has already been recognized 
by the legislature, it would seem a short but logical step to require 
that any builder receiving a deposit for a house to be constructed 
post a bond covering the amount so received. There is no novelty 
in the concept of requiring a fiduciary to post a bond: indeed, most 
fiduciaries are required to do so. Furthermore, in the industry itself, 
development builders are almost always required to post bonds with 
municipalities covering the installation of streets, sewers, sidewalks, 
etc. If the municipality is entitled to this type of protection, surely 
the home-buyer is entitled to it as well. 

It is no answer to say that the buyer can seek his own safe- 
guards by contract. Too often, if not most frequently the case, the 
buyer of the development house—which is usually in the lower-price 
field—is not represented by any attorney at the signing of the con- 
tract (or even at the closing for that matter), and does not appre- 
ciate the need for an attorney at this stage. Even were he so repre- 
sented, there is little the attorney can do; we are not in position to 
advise the client as to the honesty or the financial soundness of the 
builder and his enterprise. Moreover, the builder, whether properly 
yithin his rights or not, insists on his form of contract on a take- 
it-or-leave-it basis. The buyer, unaware of the pitfalls, usually 
takes it. 

We do not believe that such legislation will curtail the building 
industry in any drastic manner. The financially sound and the 
efficient builders will continue to build houses so long as there is a 
demand, and the increased cost will undoubtedly be passed on to 
the buyer in one form or another. The unscrupulous and the mar- 
ginal builders, on the other hand, will probably be forced to depart, 
and to them the industry can bid good riddance. 





state of their | 


| Beck To Address 
Junior Section 
| 
| 


The first meeting of the Junior 
Section of the New Jersey State 


|State Bar Association for the} 


| 1958-1959 season will be held in 
|the Essex County Court House, 
| Newark, on Tuesday, September 
| 30th, 1958, at 8:00 P. M. 

| Guest speaker for the evening 


| will be David Beck, tax authority, | 


|who will speak, after the busi- 
ness portion of the meeting is 
|concluded, on the subject of 


eral Practitioner.” He will there- 
|after answer questions on gen- 
|eral tax subjects from the floor. 


"Down East’ Lawyers To 
Hear Dewey, Bowen 


| With Thomas E. Dewey and 
ithe noted biographer, Catherine 
|Drinker Bowen, among. the 
| speakers, an exceptiona! profes- 
|sional-social program has been 
‘completed for the New England 
regional meeting of the Ameri- 
can Bar Association in Portland, 
|Me., Oct. 1 through 3. Six top 
level workshop sessions, plus 
such entertainment events as a 
|‘Maine lobster party,” are ex- 
{pected to attract a thousand or 
more lawyers from the eastern 
section of the U. S. as well as 
the six New England states. 
|Portland is the farthest “down 
city to host a regional 
meeting. 

Former Governor Dewey will 
address the regional banquet on 
the evening of Oct. 3, discussing 
the role of lawyers in furthering 
world peace through law. Cath- 
erine Drinker Bowen, author of 
the best-selling books, The Lion 


east 


and the Throne, and Yankee 
From Olympus and other dis- 
tinguished works, will speak at 


the opening assembly Oct. 2, as 
will ABA President Ross L. Ma- 





lone. Mrs. Bowen’s subject will 
be “Two Giants of the Law 
John Adams and Holmes.” 


The workshop sessions will be 
devoted to trial tactics, small 
business tax problems, estate 
planning, small business financ- 


ing, federal labor legislation, and 
law office economics. 
Other prominent speakers at 


the general sessions will include 
|Deputy U. S. Attorney General 
Lawrence E. Walsh; Adminis- 
trator Wendell B. Barnes of the 
Small Business Administration, 
and Edward N. Gadsby, chair- 
man of the Securities and Ex- 
change Commission. 

President Malone will preside 
at a workshop session on con- 
tinuing legal education on the 
morning of Saturday, Oct. 4, for 
bar officials and others inter- 
ested in this subject. 

The Maine State Bar Associa- 
tion will be host to all conven- 
tion registrants at a reception 
starting at 5:30 p. m. on Oct. 1, 
and the lobster party will be on 
the evening of Oct. 2. The Cum- 
berland County (Portland) Bar 
Association will be host at a 
reception preceding the regional 
banquet on Oct. 3. Registrations 
and reservations may be made 
through Robert B. Williamson, 
Jr., Registrar, 57 Exchange St., 
Portland, Me. Any lawyer may 
attend, whether or not he is an 
ABA member. 


Essex Bar Commissions 
Vanderbilt Portrait 


The Essex County Bar Founda- 
tion has commissioned an artist 
to paint a portrait of the late 
|Chief Justice Arthur T. Vander- 
| bilt which is to be hung in Essex 
|County. The painting will cost 
|$1500. Contributions to defray 
| this expense are being sought. 
| Checks should be made payable 
}to the order of the Essex Bar 
| Foundation and mailed to Vin- 


|cent P. Biunno, Treasurer of the | 


| Foundation, 744 Broad St., New- 
| ark 2. 


“Estate Tax Hints for the Gen- | 


Mortgage Brokers To Be 
Subpoenaed By 
Legislative Commission 


| The special legislative com- 
| mission investigating claims of 
| unfair fees and charges imposed 
| by mortgage brokerage firms on 
|home purchasers, has indicated 
ithat it will subpoena several 
firms who have been mentioned 
by complaining home owners in 
prior testimony before the com- 
mission. The witnesses had testi- 
fied to being faced with charges 
and fees at the closing running 
in some instances in excess of 
5% of the selling price. The fees 
and charges are imposed against 


the seller but frequently are 

ultimately born by the  pur- 

chaser. 

Malone Tells Goals For 
Year Ahead 


When he took office as 82nd 
President of the American Bar 
Association at the close of the 
biggest ABA annual meeting in 
history in Los Angeles on Aug- 
ust 29, President Ross L. Malone 
outlined plans for the year ahead 
calling for accelerated Associa- 
tion activity in four areas of 
professional responsibility. 

His four-fold program for the 
coming year will emphasize: 

(1) A “second step” in develop- 
ment of a specific plan for pro- 
moting world peace through law. 
This calls for a series of confer- 
ences in selected cities through- 
out the U. S. during the coming 
year, to conduct ‘discussions by 
lawyers of the means for achiev- 
ing peace through law, for the 
joint purpose of stimulating the 
thought and taking advantage 
of the talents of the legal pro- 
fession in devising acceptable 
solutions for these problems. The 
conferences will provide a pilot 
project for a world conference 
of lawyers envisioned for a lat- 
ter date. At the same time they 
will serve to educate the bar of 
the United States, and through 


it the public, in this field.” 
(2) A stepped-up attack on 
court congestion through the 


profession. “With a few notable 
exceptions this vital and diffi- 
cult problem heretofore has been 
treated as the problem of the 
courts and the judiciary,” Pres- 
ident Malone observed. “It is 
equally the problem of the prac- 
ticing lawyers of this country. 
The one attack which has not 
been made is through the pro- 
fession as such and the lawyers 
handling the cases involved. As 
officers of the court we can and 
must use every means available 
to us in solving this problem.” 

(3) Improved standards of le- 
gal education and closer inte- 
eration of ABA activities with 
those of the law schools. Said 
Mr. Malone: “Today, 37 years 
after the American Bar Asso- 
ciation first promulgated stand- 
ards for the appoval of law 
schools, there remain at least 
35 unapproved law schools whose 
eraduates are being admitted 
to the bar of the states which 
have not adopted the minimum 
requirements of the ABA... It is 
the profession, not the law 
schools, which suffers when new 
lawyers do not measure up to 
acceptable standards of per- 
formance. I hope that during 
the coming year the interest of 
this Association in legal educa- 
tion and in law students can be 
revitalized.” 


(4) Increased emphasis on 
continuing legal education 
through a =reorganized joint 


committee of the ABA and the 
American Law Institute having 
equal representation of both or- 
ganizations. President Malone 
said plans are being considered 
for a national conference in 
New York late this fall to chart 
}an action program, and that 
state and local bar organizations 
| would be invited to send repre- 


| i 
i sentatives. 
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| Oppose Courtroom Tests 
Of TV 


The American College of Trial xz 
Lawyers poll on Canon 35 pro- 
duced a vote of 305 opposed and 
80 favoring a suggested series of 
courtroom tests to determine 
what effect, if any, cameras in 
courtrooms have on the ria] 
participants. 


NLRB Shifts Policy; Backs 
Jenck's Ruling 


WASHINGTON, D C. (ACCN 
—The national labor relations 
board has reversed itself and 
held its proceedings should 
guided by the 
Court decision in 
Clinton E. Jencks. 

The Jencks decision said t! 
defendant in a criminal c 
was entitled to see any pre 
statements made by government 
witnesses. The purpose of the 
inspection was to uncover any 
inconsistencies in the witnesses 
trial testimony and thus aid in 
cross-examining them. 

Since the Jencks ruling ther 
has been considerable le 
bate on whether its reas 
applies in administrative p: 
ceedings. The NLRB took up this 
question in September, 1957 and 








1957 Supreme 7 
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decided that its proceedings 
were not covered by the decision 
The NLRB has now unani- 
mously reversed this ruli It 
ruled that any defendant 


board case—a company, for ex- 
ample, or a union—was entitlec 
to see prehearing statements 0b: 
its witnesses. 

The decision came in the cas 
of the Ra-Rich Manufacturing 
Corporation of Holtsville, N 
which was found guilty 
fair labor practices 
21 after an NLRB hearing 

The Ra-Rich firm asked -° 
prehearing statements | 
nesses against 
consideration the 
to grant the request 
the case. 

The NLRB gave only one rea- 
son for its decision. This was 
that the U. S. Court of Appea:s 
for the Second Circuit, in a re 
cent ruling, held NLRB proceec- 
ings covered by the Jencks rut 

The board decision also re- 
lects a general trend in admin 
istrative law to accept the 
philosophy. Perhaps 1! 
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ment was given by the Cou! 
Appeals here last January 1n 
Communist party case. 
That court held that ! 
on the Communist Part} 
subversive activities 
board must comply 
Jencks ruling. 
“We think simpl 
fundamentals of 
quire no less,” Judge 
Prettyman wrote for tne 
“The opinion of th 
Court in the Jencks ca: 
read it, is based upon 
mentary proposition 
interest of the U. S. is 
ice be done. The same 
ary proposition applies 4 
leads to the same resuit. 


‘Books for the Bar’ Series 
Resuming 
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only 5% of the total number 
returning the questionaires. The 
Committee considered that the 
overall results of both counsellor 
and attorney questionaires in- 
dicated that “The clerkship sys- 
tem was strongly supported.’ 

At to the specific content of 
the clerkship, the following per- 
centages of attorneys reported 
receiving no training in the fol- 
lowing skills:* 








Type of % reporting 
Training no experience 
Interviewing potential 

clients 60 
Probate and will 

matters at 
Pretrial and discovery 

drafting 42 
Attending appellate 

arguments 37 
Interviewing possible 

witnesses 34 
ssisting at trials 34 
Attending pretrials 34 
Title work 32 
Drafting legal 

documents 30 
Law office operation 30 
Legal ethics 30 
Interpretation of 

documents 24 
Preparation of briefs 20 
Investigating facts 18 
rafting pleadings, 

motions, orders DY 
Attending trials 17 
Attending the argument 

of motions 16 
This is a curiously negative 


y of expressing the results 
f the questionnaire. Taking the 
yoverse of these percentages, it 
be noticed that in every 
field, except that of interviewing 
potential clients, the majority of 
rks had had some of the val- 

skills training involved, 
during their clerkships. 

The majority of New Jersey 
students at out-of-state law 
schools indicated an intention 
practice in the state despite 

clerkship requirement.* 
Those who did not, primarily as- 
signed, as their reason for not 

g so, the clerkship, and par- 
ticularly the economic hardship 
created by it. The fact that 

st of these chose New York 
as the place where they intend- 
éd to practice indicates, how- 
ever that it is not only the clerk- 
snip but, at least in part, the 
attraction of practice in the 


country’s legal Mecca (with the 


oO si 
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do all 
1, as to the usefulness of 
hip as a means of skills 
ling? 
e Committee set as its 
i five basic qualities 
hich it felt every lawyer should 
upon admission to the bar. 
were “Fact sensitivity”, 
ledge of Law, “Applicatory 
eption”, and 


these figures 








The "Modern Cilerkship" 


“Fact Sensitivity” boils down 
to the ability to ferret out and 
marshall facts.” 

“Applicatory Perception” is 
“competence at bridging the gap 
between the statement and the 
resolution of a legal problem 
(sic), on the one hand, and its 
translation into appropriate ac- 
tion, if called for, on the other 
hand — whether this involves 
writing or speaking or both”.” 

It thus includes the general 
ability to communicate, draft 
documents, and negotiate, per- 
suade, etc. 

“Personal Qualities” might be 
equated with legal ethics.™ 

The Committee concluded that 
the average law school gradu- 
ates were deficient in all of 
these qualities.” 

It next evaluated the clerk- 
Ship’s contributions to filling 
these basic needs. It was very 
guarded in bestowing kudos. As 
to “Fact Sensivity”, and Knowl- 
edge of Law it found the clerk- 
ship helpful.” As to “Applicatory 
Perception” it was disturbed 
that so many had reported “no 
experience” in so many vital 
skills (e. g. 44% had no experi- 
ence in the probate of wills and 
administration) and 30% even 
reported no experience in draft- 
ing legal documents).” As to de- 
velopment of Judgment, it found 
the effects of clerkship doubt- 
ful,* and, on the development 


of “Personal Qualities’ impos-| 


sible to appraise objectively.” 
It nonetheless concluded: 


To the extent that we can ap-| 
praise the contribution to the | 
five capacities which ought to} 
be developed in the course of | 
a worthwhile apprenticeship, | 
the clerkship in New Jersey | 


has a useful function, al- 
though we believe it often 
falls short of its reasonable 
potentialities. We believe dur- 
ing their nine months’ affilia- 
tion with preceptors and their 
associates, many clerks do 
acquire knowledge, under- 
standing and skills which sup- 
plement their law school train- 
ing and increase their qualifi- 
cations to begin the practice 
of the law. 
The system is not fully ac- 
complishing its objectives, ac- 
cording to the Committee, be- 
cause of three weaknesses in its 
present operation. These are: 
“1. It does not assure exposure 
of all candidates for admission 
to a uniform minimum standard 
of skills training.’ This, an- 
alagous to the transformation in 
the medical profession, is largely 
due to the increasing tendency 
of lawyers to specialize in par- 


2 group of at- 





SK1.1S8 aining 


ticular branches of the law in- 
stead of the general practice. 
“2. The present system pro- 
vides insufficient standards to 
govern compliance and supervi- 
sion.” (It will be noted that 
although the clerkship 
imply that the character and fit- 
ness committees may disapprove 
a clerkship, they are not given 
any specific criteria, except as to 
the court and agency visits, for 
judging the content of a good 
clerkship as opposed to a poor 
one. Their reluctance to exer- 
cise their power of disapproval 
is, therefore, understandable.) 
In order to supply the defi- 
ciencies in the law school grad- 
uates’ five requisite abilities, 
every clerkship should provide, 
according to the Committee, op- 
portunities for practical training 
in each of the following skills.” 
Investigating facts 
Drafting of legal instruments 
and pleadings 
Examining title abstracts and 
conveyance instruments 
Attending conferences or ses- 
sions during which precep- 
tor or an associate attorney: 
interviews clients and wit- 
nesses 
examines witnesses on pre- 
trial depositions 
argues motions 
negotiates settlements 
tries cases, from selection of 
jurors to entry of judgment 
discusses enforcement of 
judgment 
Preparing and evaluating rec- 
ords for trial and on appeal 
Preparing memoranda and 
briefs 
Observing standards of pro- 
fessional conduct 
“3. The presently permitted 
staggered clerkship has proved 
undesirable and conflicts with 
our basic concept”.* The student 
may now start clerking in the 
summer after his first year at 
law school, and, by so using the 
next two summers minimize the 
delay in his admission. As was 
noted above, the abolition of 
this “staggered” clerkship was 
suggested by the counsellors’ 
response on the questionnaire.” 
After reviewing these weak- 
nesses of the system as presently 
functioning, however, the Com- 
mittee, reiterated its conclusion 
on the desirability of clerkship:” 
“..it must be recognized that 
the clerkship system, with its 
infirmities, nevertheless pres- 
ently serves a useful purpose 
in affording a means to dis- 
charge the burden of giving 
practical training in skills in 
which our law school gradu- 
ates are still deficient. Accord- 
ingly, until such time as grad- 
uates of law schools appear to 
be adequately trained in these 
respects, (or until some other 
suitable training program can 


be devised to take its place, 
the clerkship system should be 
continued.” 


However, because of the lack 


Judgment, 
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Law PRINTERS 
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PANDICK PRESS, INC. 
71-73 CLINTON STREET, NEWARK 5, N. J. 
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shortened cler 
would be served 
of three 
would have the responsibility of 
seeing, “insofar as their prac- 
tices permit”, 
received experience in the skills 
mentioned above.“ Since each 
clerk would have the same basic 
skills training from the summer 
course, clerkships in specialized 


ARTHUR W. CROSS, INC. | > 








of uniformity of skills exposure 
under present clerkship, it rec- 
ommended a summer pro- 
gram modeled on the University 
of Wisconsin’s Skills program,” 
be substituted for three months 
of the clerkship. After comple- 
tion of this course, the student 
would take the bar examination 
(in October),” and he might 
then (and not before) begin his 
ip.* Clerkships 
with preceptors 
years experience who 


that 








that their clerks 












§. Report, p 


suggested content 
is given in 80 
It is more 






2 course, 80 
» its feasibility doubtful 


rules, A manual explaining the du- 


| These added powers accord with | 
| the conception of clerkship as 


practice, and if accepted should 
meet the criticism sometimes | 


used for too many non-legal 
duties.” 


of the present clerkship system 
in New Jersey as appraised by 
those who have made the most 


operation, together with their | 








fields would be tolerated, how- 
ever,” thus recognizing that the 
general practitioner in law is 
Starting on the road to extinc- 
tion which his medical counter- 
part has already taken. 


TAX COURSES 
for 
e Attorneys 
e Accountants 


Tes of clerkship would be pre- © Life Underwriters 
pared,* and the Character and @ Trust Officers 
Fitness Committee’s supervisory 
duties extended. (They would ESTATE PLANNERS' WORKSHOP | 
have “an obligation to terminate six weekly sessions, Tuesday evenings, 
any unsatisfactory clerkship.” | 6:30-8:30 P.M., beginning Tuesday, Octo- 
{italics supplied])* They would | ber 7, 1958. Fee - $25.00 
further have “The duty to rec- 
ommend minimum rates of com- 
pensation” for clerks.™ 
A significant change is the 
recommended increase in the 
privileges accorded to law clerks. 
This also follows the consensus 
of counsellor respondents to the 
questionnaire. In the words of 
the Committee:* 
Every preceptor should have 
the discretion to permit his ESTATE PLANNERS' WORKSHOP II 
clerk to appear on behalf of Nine monthly sessions meeting on the sec- 
himself or his firm in any pro- | ond Tuesday of each month, 6:30-8:00 
ceedings in the Municipal and P.M., beginning Tuesday, October 14, 1958 
Surrogates Courts, in answer-| thru June 1959. Fee - $35.00 
ing the call in any trial court, This Workshop will meet once monthly 
and in the following proceed- | and —— a 
: . : s on new estate anning, tax savings 
ings in the County District and practical rt it eb Pt 
Courts: all landlord and ten- | as developed by the Moderators and 
ant matters, and civil causes! pembers. 
in which the amount involved 
does not exceed $250. The pre- | TAX IDEAS WORKSHOP 
ceptor, as attorney of record,| Nine monthly sessions meeting on the 
should remain responsible for | second Tuesday of each month, 8:15 - 9:45 
the conduct of any such mat- P.M., beginning Tuesday, October 14, 1958 
ter by his clerk. These limited ‘*'¥ Jne 1959. Fee - $35.00 
court activities by clerks will This is a practical course for pro- 
add to their experience, dig- fessional advisors with or without 
nity, confidence and value to previous knowledge of the federal 
their preceptors. | tax law who wish to be exposed to 
and kept current by a monthly meet- 
ing of new Tax Ideas in the federal 
tax field. 


Tax cases, Internal Revenue Service 
rulings, pending and new tax legis- 
lation, articles from leading periodi- 
cals and tax services, and new tax 
saving devices will be presented by 
the Moderators and members for dis- 
cussion and evaluation. 


WORKSHOP MODERATORS 
HAROLD KAMENS, B.S., LL.B. 
WILLIAM A. ANCIER, A.B., LL.M. 


REGISTRATION & PAYMENT 
OF FEES 


Among the topics to be covered are: 
The uses of life insurance 
Buy and sell agreements 
Estate and gift taxes 
Employee benefit plans 
Drafting of trusts and wills 
Preparation of Estate tax returns 
Use of marital deduction 
Continuing family businesses 
Other related topics 
Small Business Tax Act of 1958 


a bridge between school and full 


heard that the clerk is often! 


This then is the effectiveness 


careful study, to date, of its 
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record his 


Applicants may register with Harold 
Kamens, 10 Commerce Court, Newark 





85. Idem 
ak theca v1 2, New Jersey, Phone Mitchell 3-7111. 
5. Report, p. 63 y 
ne Pocomi A Ae All Workshops will be held at the 
- Report, p. 63 
So. Idem. 744 Broad Street Club, 13th floor, 
90. See, e.g., Report, Attorney’s Question- 744 Broad Street, Newark 2, New 
naire, Appendix A, p. A-3. Such criticisms, J 
it ight be added, are really undeserved ersey. 
the clerk who has to perform the ‘‘non-legal’’ 
winks of delivering «deat! «ae ‘ivestee | BROCHURE AVAILABLE 


or recording will at least know where to} 





own deeds 























LAWYERS' MEDICAL 
CYCLOPEDIA 


of Personal Injuries and Allied Specialties 
This unique and monumental work enables the practi- 
tioner and official handling personal injury claims and 
actions to: 


@ Evaluate the personal injury case quickly and 
correctly 

@ Understand fully the medical reports pertaining 
to the case 

@ Prepare thoroughly for the examination and cross- 
examination of medical witnesses 

@ Translate to the jury the nature and effects of the 
injuries sustained 


@® Obtain a working background of related medical 
information 





of 324.50 per volume. 
after publication. 





PRE-PUBLICATION PRICE - $24.50 PER VOL. 
VOLUME I — AVAILABLE NOW! 
Lawyers’ Medical Cyclopedia of Personal Injuries and Allied 
Specialties will be published in approximately six volumes. 
Because of the tremendous amount of illustrations and material 
necessary to cover all phases of injuries to the person, treatment, 
techniques, disability, evaluations, etc., it is difficult to estimate 
the exact size but we believe the set will be completed in six vols. 
GUARANTY — Purchasers who place their orders now and 
before a change in price is announced are guaranteed a price 
This price definitely will be increased 








GANN LAW BOOKS 


224 Market Street 


MArket 4-5533 





Newark 2, N. J. 




















The "Modern Clerkship" : If every preceptor is required In fact, of course, many stu- 

__ to’provide some experience in all dents, wiser than their elders 
| With its added privileges, it of the basic skills which the realize the inadequacy of even 
| seems necessarily to follow that Committee suggests, then there the best law school education to 
| this clerkship should be restrict- Can be no objection to speciali- fit them for the problems of a 
ed to those who have had the Zation in the balance of the real client: Thus, the Columbia 
full benefit of formal law school Clerk’s term, since such special- Law School News, in an editorial 
education. The Committee is ization too is a bridge to pres- entitled “Realities of Clerkship,’” 
certainly correct, then, in pro- ent-day practice which is itself advocated the adoption by other 
posing that the clerkship be more specialized. states of the New Jersey clerk- 





(Continued from page 5) 





Suggestions for its modification. 
Whether these changes will be 
accepted we have no way of 


knowing. Whether they should | 
be is a pertinent question wholly | 


apart from this. 

In the author’s opinion there 
can be no serious objection di- 
rected to any of the proposals 
for improvement of the clerk- 
ship itself. Clearly, clerks should 
not be exploited, hence the sug- 
gestion for “minimum wage” is 
sound, although in computing 
this minimum compensation it 
should be remembered that the 
clerkship is an extension into a 
practical realm of the clerk’s 
legal education, and as such 
partakes not only of the nature 
of employment for which the 
clerk has a right to be paid, but 
also of the nature of law school, 
for which the reverse is true.” 

Similarly, since supervision is 
the only way of insuring that 
the clerk derives the educational 
benefits contemplated by clerk- 
ship, the proposal for more 
definite criteria to determine 
clerkship content,” and for ade- 
quate policing of both clerk and 
preceptor are unexceptionable. 
The modifications here might 
even be more extensive. 

The granting of a “limited 
practice” to the clerk is an out- 
standing improvement. It justi- 
fies increased compensation, 
gives the clerk invaluable ex- 
perience, and, by leaving pri- 
mary responsibility with the 
preceptor, effectively protects 
the client. 
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its true nature. 

§ een recommended for 
Pennsylvania by Boye cit., n. 12, supra. 
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and Associates 


REAL ESTATE APPRAISERS 
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Member of American Institute of 
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served entirely after graduation Is the Clerkship a Good Method ship system. 


from law school. for Providing Skills Training? The editorial showed that the 

There can thus be little dis- The Report of the New Jersey author had arrived at his opin- 
pute as to the advisability of Supreme Court Committee indi- ion only after a careful weighing 
adopting the methods suggested cates that clerkship in operation of the problems of clerkship as 
for improving the clerkship. We has not been perfect. Though opposed to its advantages. He 


may thus consider them all as trite, it is worth recalling that concluded: 


proper attributes of the ideal neither is anything else. “No system can be devised to 
protect public and young law- 
yer alike which will not be an 
unnecessary burden for a few, 
a too short period for others. 
But that is not to say that 
it does Some arrangement similar to 
that found in New Jersey should 
not be adopted, but with the 

etter j at i i =e eer) additional safeguards which will 
nth ee ee ee Whether clerkship is to be re- assure to the clerk the training 
for which he is being apprentic- 
ed, at the wages to which he is 


clerkship. Does it have sufficient utility 

The only area for dispute to justify its continuance where 
would seem to be with regard presently required, and adoption 
to the replacement of a portion by other states as a condition of 
of the clerkship by the summer admission to the bar? It is the 
skills course. Such a proposal is author’s opinion that 
disturbing since it is an implied and this is with full cognizance 
admission that law school can (it is hoped) of its shortcomings. 


possession of the basic skills qguireq depends on whether the 
than the clerkship has been able primary concern of the bar is 
to do. It is a form of capitulation for the public or for the individ- 
to the we-law-schools-can-do- 45) Jawyer. It is this author’s 
it-better-if-you - only-give-us- contention that just as law 
soon faction. ae rs aN schools do not exist for the 
initial concession it is perhaps 6+ inn venieenees o no é 
no wonder that the two law ee oe skills training which the public 
school deans want the whole day, s+ o¢ jawvers.’ Only the reali- 
coda it ot ayaa zation of this fact will reestab- 
g : if they ca ich eho : ic 
better, why not the whole thing? an the ek eos St ae 
In this connection, it should 
be observed that the Wisconsin 
plan is designed to be an alter- 
nate for office clerkship for 
those who cannot find such a 
clerkship.” Only one-third of the 
Law School’s students take the 


entitled.” 


ship or actual practice are 
profession then the only alternatives. 
oi nounaret The statistics compiled by the 


quirment which delays the law- show that, despite the lack of 


it college, law school, bar exam due no doubt to a correctable 
or clerkship) will appear a bur- jack of guidance to preceptors 
den to the “young man in @ and clerks on what the system 
course; the other two-thirds hurry” and one which he would js gesigned to accomplish, the 
serve an office clerkship,“ and € happy to do without. It 1s majority of clerks do get at 
even those who conduct the therefore not surprising that jeast some training or exper- 
course, concede, that “the real- Some law students were not 1M jence in all of the following 
ism of the law office may be ap- favor of the clerkship: it is sur- yajuable skills: 

r prising that more of them were Attending conferences with 
not. client: Attending motion argu- 
ments; Attending court calls; 
1 Attending pretrials; Law office 
. operation; Legal ethics; Prepa- 
ration of memoranda; Prepara- 
tion of briefs; Probating and 
a administering wills and estates; 
1 Service of legal papers; Search- 
ing and examining titles. 

i Even if clerkship could not 
t be improved, the question would 
still be: Is it better for the client 


realized even in this type of 
program.’ 96. Report, Appendi 
It is, therefore, surprising to} Cove 0%, Lesa! Probleme 
find a program, which was de- k-8: “The present t ( 
signed to provide as good a sub- 3S %)P") 
Stitute as possible for the office- who can obtain employment with § 
clerkship for those who could fest aitérnat ‘On: thie’ oth 
not obtain one, in effect pro-| student who wishes to est 
posed as an improvement over ment in 2 law office 
the real thing, in a state where! j° 0" wn toon ne 
students experience no serious “hich mizht oth ae 
difficulty in obtaining the actual actual practice.” Italic 
office experience.” greeny 
Serious consideration should thropelogist, FE. Ad 
therefore be given to the propo-  evation in the tribe. en 
sition that an office clerkship . “The functio 
alone, properly supervised to Ob- stitutions had 
tain uniformity of skills ex- °{,cety; the 
posure, is still the best solution Ther had succumbed ti 
to bridging the gap between law <. compex that its ser 
school and full practice. ee ee ae 
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For your added 





IN ORDER TO BE OF FURTHER SERVICE TO THE BAR... 
WE PROUDLY ANNOUNCE 4 New Format for the Bar Directory of the 1959 New Jersey 
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It was submitted above that 
law schools will not, and prob- 
ably cannot, give the minimal 


has the right to expect of even 
the newly admitted.” Clerk- 


Obviously, any qualifying re- New Jersey committed clearly 


yer’s entrance into practice (be yniformity of skills experience, 


_|only second.’® (After all, all 
i someone.) 
i cated opponents of 


* add another weight to ths 


, clerkship is a form of peo 
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that his attorney has had some, 
rather than no, experience in 
these skills? 

It is difficult to conceive that 
anyone looking at it from the 
point of view of the public could 
answer this question in the neg- 
ative. 7 

Most of the critics of clerkship 
would be willing to concede that 
even if it fell short of its idea) 
it should nonetheless be a part 
of the American legal education 
picture (what educator could 
argue otherwise?) were it. not 
for the economic burden jm- 
posed on the embryo lawyers. 
This economic burden was the 
one most often mentioned by 
that minority’ of New Jersey 
students at out-of-state lay 
schools who indicated that they 
did not intend to practice loca)- 
ly.“ It must be confessed that 
clerkship pay in New Jersey is 
presently very low. By responses 


” 


tee found that 41%’ of the at- 
torneys (the average of which 
had been admitted between 1948 
and 1951)*” had received n 
compensation at all while clerk- 
ing, while the median monthly 
earnings of the others was $6 
People behave predictably 
money matters, and, thus, where 
the preceptor Knows that 
prospective clerk must secure 
employment, he is not apt t 
over-generous: the bargai 
position is all on his side (unless 
the clerk is an exceptional 
for whom others are bidding 
The New Jersey Committ 
proposed minimum compensa- 
tion rate is, of course, an attempt 
to meet this problem, and would 
appear to be necessary in any 
state adopting clerkship as a 
requirement, in order to protec: 
the clerk from exploitation. The 
compensation of clerks is, how 
ever, bound to remain below 
of associates as long as fu 
ment of a clerkship is a prere- 
quisite for admission to th 
Thus the economic problem is 
a real one. 

It would seem clear that this 
economic burden to the in 
ual bar applicant is out-wel 
by the public need no 
how inadequate is the cler 
training afforded. The : 
must come first, the | 
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omic side of the scale 
clerkship. They maintain t: 








quite unnecessary beca 
fact, the client is not exp 
the inexperienced law 
graduate. So the argument 
the law graduate, as an a 
member of the bar (with 
priately higher comp 
nonetheless does not gé 
portunity to hurt the puosulc, 
cause as an associate in 2 
firm he, in effect, serves 2 
ship, but, and this 
emphasized, at a livin 
This argument woulc 
convincing were it not 
an egregious factual in 
Statistics, unfortuna 
this position, show ¢ 
the country as a wn 


lawyers 3 


per cent of its ae 
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The "Modern Clerkship" 


(Continued from page 6) 





(Continued from page 3) 





Review of Supreme Court's Work 





in individual practice,’ and, the 
percentage of solo practitioners 
in the one state which prob- 
ably most closely approximates 
ideal of apprenticeship 
through employment as an as- 
sociate in a large firm is even 
higher. Despite New York City’s 
many large firms, the state aver- 
age of lawyers who have neither 
partners nor associates is 70.85 
per cent.” Even in the lawyer’s 
Mecca, New York City itself, 
70.04 per cent of the attorneys 
in the crowded boroughs of Man- 
hattan and the Bronx are in 
individual practice.** (Thumbing 
1rough the 148 tightly printed 
ses in Martindale - Hubbell 
ch list the names of the law- 
; from these two boroughs 
give some idea of the abso- 
lute numbers involved.) 

It is unlikely that a large pro- 
portion of these City practition- 
ers went to work for a law firm 
before hanging out their shingles 
themselves. It inconceiv- 


thorized to award back pay to 
employees under certain circum- 
stances. To the union’s argu- 
ment that the possibility of 
partial relief distinguished La- 
burnum, the Court replied that 
“Congress has not made such a 
distinction.” 

Section 10(c) of the Taft Act 
gives limited authority to the 
Board to award back pay to 
employees, the opinion continu- 
ed, and “‘we assume, for the pur- 
pose of argument, that the 
Board would have had authority 
to award back pay to Rus- 
sell, * * * 

“Section 10(c) of the Federal 
Act, upon which petitioners must 
rely, gives limited authority to 
the Board to award back pay 
to employees. The material pro- 
visions are the following: “If 
upon the preponderance of the 
lic. 

Whether this clerkship should 




























is 











2ble that more than an insigni- »e supplemented by practical 
fcant minority of those outside !1aW school training (an inade- 
-w York City did so. quate substitute for a really 


{ Ne 
The high percentage of sole 
itioners, which means that 
themselves have no em- 
fees, prove these conclusions. 
her, in the entire state of 
York only 4.39 per cent of 
lawyers are employed as as- 
ates." Even granting a very 
large turnover, it is clear that 
most practitioners, even in New 
<, have not had the “‘associ- 

ate’ substitute for clerkship. 
Thus, the argument fails: the 
ic is not immune from the 
perienced licensee. The 
choice remains between the pub- 

lic and the individual lawyer. 
Once the lawyer is licensed he 
has the legal right to take any 


comprehensive clerkship) is a 
matter for the individual judg- 
ment of the various states on 
the degree of effective supervi- 
sion possible to insure a uniform 
and adequate exposure to all of 
the basic skills in the course of 
the clerkship. 

The “Modern Clerkship” can, 
it is submitted, (if all parties 
involved—especially the super- 
visors — conscientiously perform 
their functions) adequately ful- 
fill without such supplementa- 
tion, the obligation which the 
bar owes to the public of pre- 
senting to any client, even of 
the newest licensee, a counsellor 
as well-equipped to handle his 
problems as a Sincere attempt 
















we : who chooses to come to ; 
ei im. Some must come even to C22 make him. 
ese he inexperienced single practi- CONCLUSION 
- ioner. If none did, we would not It is the author’s opinion that 
have so many individual practi- Cantrall is correct: The Law 
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entire school graduate is not adequate- 
y more ly equipped to handle the prac- 

rienced colleagues may “help tical problems of a real client. 
him out”, but this haphazard It is, further. the author’s opin- 
’ is surely much less re- ion that the law schools cannot 
than an organized system fill this need for practical train- 
s training throu clerk- ing. Only practice or clerkship 
are thus available to give this 
necessary training. Practice 
means that the public suffers 
from the tyro-lawyer’s inexper- 
ience. Thus, only clerkship re- 
mains as a way of training the 
novice lawyer to that level which 
the public has the right to ex- 
pect of even the newly admitted 
attorney. Therefore, despite the 
imperfections found in the pres- 
ent system in even that state 
which is the most outstanding 
of its proponants, its revised 
form, or in other words, a Mod- 


throughout the 


True his older, 












oh 


choice is thus clear: will 
ose a small additional 
c burden on those who 
e the privilege of handling 
fortunes and lives of their 
fellow citizens, or will we, out 
charity, turn the woe- 
tully inexperienced junior law- 
yer onto the public, where un- 
he can do inestimable 
t only to them but also 
ally to his own career?™ 
submited that the “limit- 


” 









q 
ed, 
o 











tice” of an adequately 2 

i clerkship, reasonably ern Clerkship, is commended as 

ted or, in short, the a necessary addition to the re- 

Clerkship”, such as quirements for practice in all 

by the New Jersey Su- those states of the Union where 

eme Court Committee. is not the interest of the public is 

- asonable onus on the placed above that of the practi- 
ive licensee, and is an tioners. 

“so.ute necessity for the pub- as . Pre 

SC e74 + he re ¢ Ir 

‘ n and Porter The } : i . lain 

xo, 1954) p. 8 (Representing i thus on be charged a small fe 


cures. Op. Cit., p. 3 All too often, this client does not get 
and Porter, | f 
entage of individual pract t wortl 


! 
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“State-court damage awards 
| such as those in the instant case 
testimony taken the Board shall| Should be reversed because of 
be of the opinion that any per-| the impact they will have on the 
son named in the complaint has| Purposes and objectives of the 
engaged in or is engaging in any | Federal Act. The first objection 
such unfair labor practice, thenyiS_the want of uniformity this 


the Board shall state its findings 
of fact and shall issue and cause 
to be served on such person an 
order requiring such person to 
cease and desist from such un- 
fair labor practice, and to take 
such affirmative action includ- 
ing reinstatement of employees 
with or without back pay, as 
will effectuate the policies of 
this Act: Provided, That where 
an order directs reinstatement 
of an employee, back pay may be 
required of the employer or la- 
bor organization, as the case 
may be, responsible for the dis- 
crimination suffered by him * * *’ 


61 Stat. 147, 29 U. S. C. Sec. 
160(c). 

“If an award of damages by 
a state court for conduct such 


as is involved in the present case 
is not otherwise prohibited by 
the Federal Acts, it certainly is 
not prohibited by the provisions 


of Sec. 10(c). This section is far 
from being an express grant of 
exclusive jurisdiction supersed- 
ing common-law actions, by 
either an employer or an em- 
ployee, to recover damages 


caused by the tortious conduct 


of a union. To make an award, 
the Board must first be con- 
vinced that the award would 
‘effectuate the policies’ of the 
Act. ‘The remedy of back pay, 
it must be remembered, is en- 
trusted to the Board’s discre- 
tion; it is not mechanically 
compelled by the Act.’ Phelps 


Dodge Corp. v. Labor Board, 313 
U.S. 177, 198. The power to order 
affirmative relief under Sec. 
10(c) is merely incidental to the 
primary purpose of Congress to 
stop and to prevent unfair labor 
practices. Congress did not es- 





tablish a general scheme au- 
thorizing the Board to award 
full compensatory damages for 
injuries caused by wrongful 
conduct.” 


Lost Wages 

The Court conceded that there 
is a possibility that both the 
Board and the state courts have 
jurisdiction to award lost pay. 
However, that possibility does 
not create the kind of ‘conflict’ 
of remedies referred to in La- 
burnum. Here, there would be 
no conflict even if one forum 
awarded back pay and the other 
did not, there is nothing 
inconsistent holding that an 
employee may recover lost wages 


ince 


sini 


in 
iil 


in a state court tort suit and 
also holding that the award of 
such damages not necessary 


to effectuate the Taft Act’s pur- 
poses. Of course, the Court as- 
serted, the employee could not 


collect duplicate compensation. 
damages, 
ate 


the Court 


Punitive 
£34 well-settled 


said, consti a 









form of relief under applicable 
state law (Al ma) when there 
is a willful nalicious wrong. 





To the extent that such relief is 
penal in its nature, it is all the 
more clearly not granted to the 
Board by the Taft Act. 

The Chief Justice, with whom 
Mr. Justice Douglas agreed, dis- 
sented. He stated: 

“In my view, this is a case in 
which the State is without power 
to assess damag whether or 





es 


not like relief is available under 


Even if we as- 
Board had no 
award respondent 


the Federal Act. 
sume that the 
authority to 


introduces into labor regulation. 
Unquestionably the Federal Act 
sought to create a uniform 
scheme of national labor regula- 
tion. By approving a state-court 
damage award for conduct regu- 
lated by the Taft-Hartley Act, 
the majority assures that the 
consequences of violating the 
Federal Act will vary from State 
to State with the availability 
and constituent elements of a 
given right of action and the 
procedures and rules of evidence 
essential to its vindication. The 
matter of punitive damages is 
an example, though by no means 
the only one. Several States have 
outlawed or severely restricted 
such recoveries. Those States 
where the recovery is still avail- 
able entertain wide difference of 
opinion on the end sought to be 
served by the exaction and the 
conditions and terms on which 
it is to be imposed.’” (United 
Automobile Workers v. Russell, 
26 LW 4347) 

Wrongful Expulsion 

In a second similar case, the 
state-court damage action was 
based upon a union member’s 
wrongful expulsion from the 
union. Here, the Court sustained 
the union member’s claim that 
under California law member- 
ship in a labor union genstitutes 
a contract between the member 
and the union, the terms of 
which are governed by the con- 
stitution and bylaws of the 
union, and that state law pro- 
vides a remedy for breach of 
such contract through wrongful 
expulsion. 

It stated: “The protection of 
union members in their rights as 
members from arbitrary conduct 
by unions and union officers has 
not been undertaken by federal 
law, and indeed the assertion of 
any such power has been ex- 
pressly denied. The proviso to 
Sec. 8(b)(1) of the Act states 
that ‘this paragraph shall not 
impair the right of a labor or- 
ganization to prescribe its own 
rules with respect to the acqui- 
Sition or retention of member- 
ship therein’ * * *. The present 
controversy is precisely one that 
gives legal efficacy under state 
law to the rules prescribed by a 


| labor organization for ‘retention 
of membership therein.’ Thus, to 
| preclude a state court from ex- 
/erting its traditional jurisdiction 
|to determine and enforce the 
rights of union membership 
'would in many cases leave an 
unjustly ousted member without 
remedy for the restoration of his 
important union rights. Such a 
drastic result, on the remote 


| possibility of some entanglement 


with the Board’s enforcement of 
the national policy, would re- 
quire a more compelling indica- 
tion of congressional will than 
can be found in the interstices 


|of the Taft-Hartley Act.” 


The Court reiterated its posi- 
tion that the possibility of par- 
tial relief from the Board does 
not, in such a case, deprive a 
party of available state remedies 
for all damages suffered. 

The Chief Justice and Mr. Jus- 
tice Douglas again dissented, 
saying that the majority’s view 
was contrary to Garner v. Team- 
sters Union, 346 U. S. 485. 22 LW 


4055. (Machinist Union v. Gon- 
zales, 26 LW 4355) 
Perhaps foreshadowing the 


two major rulings to come on 
the issue of federal preemption 
was a decision earlier in the 
Term in which the Court upheld 
a state court injunction against 
violence, intimidation, and 
threats of violence by strikers 
and union representatives, but 
upset the state court ban on 
peaceful picketing at an inter- 
state employer’s premises. 


(Continued on page 8 col. 1) 
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humor ’em.” 


“Every man has a right to his own opinion, but no 
man has the right to be wrong in his facts.” 


‘*PacTs are contrary ’z mules”, declared James 
Russell Lowell. “When you can’t budge ’em, 
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back pay in the circumstances 
of this case, the existence of 
such a gap in the remedial 
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scheme of federal legislation is 
no license for the States to fash- 
ion correctives. Guss v. Utah La- 
bor Relations Board, 353 U. S. 1. 
The Federal Act represents an 
attempt to balance the compet- 
ing interests of employee, union 
and management. By providing 
additional remedies the States 
may upset that balance as ef- 
fectively as by frustrating or 
duplicating existing ones. 
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Review of Supreme Court's Work 


(Continued from page 7) 
(Youngdahl v. Rainfair, Inc., 26 
LW 4031) 

Also in the field of state regu- 
lation, was the ruling that a 
municipal prohibition against 
solicitation of members for any 
dues-collecting “organization, 
union or society” without a per- 
mit that the mayor may grant or 
deny after considering the or- 
ganization’s “nature * * * and 
its effects upon the general wel- 
fare” of the city’s people is un- 
constitutional on its face. (Staub 
v. City of Baxley, 26 LW 4079) 
Hot Cargo 

While the Court held that a 
hot cargo clause in itself was not 
a defense to a secondary boycott 
charge under Section 8(b) (4) (A) 
of the Taft Act, it tempered its 
decision by adding that, if the 
employer voluntarily observed 
the clause, no unfair labor prac- 
tice was committed. The key to 
the situation is inducement of 
the employees. If the union ap- 
peals only to the employer and 
he voluntarily abides by the hot 
cargo clause, there is no viola- 
tion. But if the union induces or 
encourages the employees to 
stop work or to refuse to handle 
the goods, an unfair labor prac- 
tice has been committed. 

In contending that a hot car- 
go clause is a defense to a charge 
of secondary boycott, the union 
argued that the employer has 
by contract voluntarily agreed | 
that his employees shall not 
handle the goods. Therefore, | 
even if the employer seeks to 
withdraw his consent at the} 
time of an actual work stoppage | 
and boycott, it cannot be said 
that there is a “strike or a con- 
certed refusal” on | the part of 
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|to boycott or not arises 


the employees, or that there is 


a “forcing or requiring” of the 
employer. The National Labor 
Relations Board had rejected 
this argument as not comporting 
with the legislative purpose to 
be drawn from the statute. The 
Supreme Court agreed. 

“There is nothing in the leg- 
islative history to show that 
Congress directly considered the 
relation between hot cargo pro- 
visions and the prohibitions of 
Sec. 8(b) (4) (A). Nevertheless, it 
seems most probable that the 
freedom of choice for the em- 
ployer contemplated by Sec. 
8(b) (4) (A) is a freedom of choice 
at the time the question whether 
in a 
concrete situation calling for the 
exercise of judgment on a par- 
ticular matter of labor and busi- 
ness policy. Such a choice, free 
from the prohibited pressures— 
whether to refuse to deal with 
another or to maintain normal 
business relations on the ground 
that the labor dispute is no con- 
cern of his—must as a matter of 
federal policy be available to the 
secondary employer notwith- 
standing any private agreement 
entered into between the parties. 
See National Licorice Co. v. La- 
bor Board, 309 U. S. 350, 364. This 
is sO because by the employer’s 
intelligent exercise of such a 
choice under the impact of a 
concrete situation when judg- 
ment is most responsible, and 
'not merely at the time a collec- 
|tive bargaining agreement is 
drawn up covering a multitude 
lof subjects, often in a general 
‘and abstract manner, Congress 


|may rightly be assumed to have 


hoped that the scope of indus- 
trial conflict and the economic 
effects of the primary dispute 
might be effectively limited.” 
Of course, the Court continued, 
if an employer intends to ob- 
serve the contract and does 
truly sanction and support the 
boycott there is no violation. 
“A voluntary employer boy- 
cott does not become prohibited 
activity simply because a hot 
cargo clause exists. But there 
remains the question whether 
the employer has in fact truly 
sanctioned and supported the 
boycott, and whether he has ex- 
ercised the choice contemplated 
by the statute. The potentiality 
of coercion in a situation where 


ithe union is free to approach 
‘the employees and induce them 
‘to 


enforce their contractual 
rights by self-help is very great. 
Faced with a concerted work 
stoppage already in progress, an 
employer may find it substan- 











26th COURSE OF INSTRUCTION 





Federal Income, Estate and Gift Taxes 
and Planning 


BY 


SYDNEY A. GUTKIN, B.S., LL.B. 
DAVID BECK, B.A., LL.B. 
JEROME R. MILLER, B.S., LL.B. 





This 





course provides a working familiarity 
more important provisions of the current Internal Revenue 
Code and the 1958 amendments thereto. 
upon the practical application of principles to problems 
involved in the every day transactions which confront 
those engaged in representing clients. 


with the 


The emphasis is 











TEN LECTURES - 7-9 P.M. THURSDAYS 
BEGINNING SEPTEMBER 25, 1958 


Round Table Dinner Discussions 6 - 7 P.M. Optional 
Dinner charge to be fixed 


GIVEN AT 
744 BROAD STREET CLUB, 13th Floor, National Newark and Essex Bank Blidg., 
744 Broad Street, Newark 2, New Jersey 


FEE - $45.00 


REGISTRATION OFFICE 


Room 1801, 744 Broad St. - 


MArket 2-3988 











tially more difficult than he. 


otherwise would to decide that 
business should go on as usual 
and that his employees must 
handle the goods. His “acquies- 
cence” in the boycott may be 
anything but free. In order to 
give effect to the statutory pol- 
icy, it is not unreasonable to 
insist, as the Board has done, 
that even when there is a con- 
tractual provision the union 
must not appeal to the employ- 
ees or induce them not to handle 
the goods. Such a rule expresses 
practical judgment on the effect 
of union conduct in the frame- 
work of actual labor disputes 
and what is necessary to pre- 
serve to the employer the free- 
dom of choice that Congress has 
decreed. On such a matter the 
judgment of the Board must be 
given great weight, and we 
ought not set against it our esti- 
mace of the revelant factors.” 


Carriers 

In one of the cases, the sec- 
ondary employers were common 
carriers subject to the Interstate 
Commerce Act, and the Board 
argued that the Court should 
find the hot cargo clause invalid 
as to such employers. The Court 


conceded that the Interstate 
Commerce Act imposed on a 
common carrier the duty to 


handle the goods of a shipper. 
But, it continued, the fact that 
the carrier’s consent is not ef- 
fective to relieve him from cer- 
tain obligations under the In- 
terstate Commerce Act does not 
necessarily mean that it is in- 
effective for all purposes—a 
determination under one statute 
Should not be mechanically car- 
ried over in the interpretation of 
another statute involving signi- 
ficantly different considerations 
and legislative purposes. 


The Court asserted: “Whether 
a carrier has without justifica- 
tion failed to provide reasonable 
and nondiscriminatory service 
is a question of defining the car- 
rier’s duty in the framework of 
the national transportation pol- 
icy. Whether there is a ‘strike 
or concerted refusal,’ or a ‘forc- 
ing or requiring’ of an employer 
is a 


to cease handling goods 

matter of the federal policy gov- 
erning labor relations. The 
Board is not concerned with 
whether the carrier has per- 
formed its obligations to the 


shipper, but whether the union 
has performed its obligation not 
to induce employees in the man- 
ner proscribed by Sec. 8(b) (4) 
(A). Common factors may emerge 


in the adjudication of these 
questions, but they are, never- 
theless, distinct questions in- 


volving independent considera- 
tions. This is made clear by a 
situation in which the carrier 
has freely agreed with the union 
to engage in a boycott. He may 
have failed in his obligations 
= der the Interstate Commerce 

et, but there clearly is no viola- 
i of Sec. 8(b)(4)(A); there 
has been no prohibited induce- 
ment of employees.” 

Mr. Justice Douglas, with 
whom the Chief Justice and Mr. 
Justice Black agreed, dissented. 
If voluntary observance of a hot 
cargo provision by an employer 
does not violate Section 8(b) (4) 
of the Act, they failed to see why 
enforcement of such a provision 
does. 

The hot cargo provision is 
bargained for like every other 
clause in collective agreement, 
they continued. Enforcing the 
collective bargaining agreement 
is not one of the coercive prac- 
tices at which the Act was aim- 
ed. Enforcement of these agree- 
ments is conducive to peace, but 
disregard of collective agree- 
ments is disruptive. They con- 
cluded: “The present decision is 
capricious. The boycott is law- 
ful if the employer agrees to 
abide by this collective bargain- 
ing agreement. It is unlawful if 
the employer reneges.” (Local 
1976, United Brotherhood of Car- 
penters v. NLRB, 26 LW 4424) 


Mandatory Bargaining 

Approving a theory that the 
National Labor Relations Board 
had followed for some time, the 
Court held that an employer’s 
insistence, as a condition to 
agreement, upon a proposal] that 
is not a mandatory subject of 
bargaining constitutes an un- 
lawful refusal to bargain. The 
Court agreed with the Board 
that such a tactic “is, in sub- 
stance a refusal to bargain about 
the subjects that are within the 
scope of mandatory bargaining.” 

The employer insisted on 
clauses calling for a pre-strike 
secret vote by all employees on 
the employer’s last offer and 
designating the uncertified local, 
rather than the certified inter- 
national, as the employees’ bar- 
gaining agent. 

As to the employer’s right to 
insist on these clauses, the Court 
first turned to Section 8(a) (5) 
of the Taft Act, making it an 
unfair labor practice for an em- 
ployer “to refuse to bargain col- 
lectively with the representatives 
of his employees,” and Section 
8(d), defining collective bar- 
gaining. It concluded: “Read 
together, these provisions estab- 
lish the obligation of the em- 
ployer and the representative of 
its employees to bargain with 
each other in good faith with 
respect to ‘wages, hours, and 
other terms and conditions of 
employment * * *’ The duty is 
limited to those subjects, and 
within that area neither party 
is legally obligated to yield. La- 
bor Board v. American Insur- 
ance Co., 343 U. S. 395. As to 
other matters, however, each 
party is free to bargain or not to 
bargain, and to agree or not to 
agree. 

“The company’s good faith 
has met the requirements of the 
statute as to the subjects of 
mandatory bargaining. But that 
good faith does not license the 
employer to refuse to enter into 
agreements on the ground that 
they do not include some pro- 
posal which is not a mandatory 
subject of bargaining. We agree 
with the Board that such con- 
duct is, in substance, a refusal 
to bargain about the subjects 
that are within the scope of 
mandatory bargaining. This 
does not mean that bargaining 
is to be confined to the statutory 
subjects. Each of the two con- 
troversial clauses is lawful in it- 
self. Each would be enforceable 
if agreed to by the union. But 
it does not follow that, because 
the company may propose these 
clauses, it can lawfully insist 
upon them as a condition to any 
agreement.” 

Thus, the only issues remain- 
ing were whether the ballot or 
the recognition clause were sub- 
jects within the definition of 
mandatory bargaining. The Court 
found that the “ballot” clause 
was not, since it related only to 
the procedure to be followed by 
employees among’ themselves 
before their representative could 
call a strike or refuse a final 
offer. Likewise, the “recognition” 
clause was found not to come 
within the definition of manda- 
tory bargaining. The statute re- 
quires the company to bargain. 
It is an evasion of that duty to 
insist 








that the certified agent 


not be a party to the collective 
bargaining contract. The Act 
does not prohibit the voluntary 
addition of a party, but it does 
not authorize the employer ito 
exclude the certified represen- 
tative from the contract. 

Mr. Justice Harlan, filed a 
partial dissent for himself, Mr. 
Justice Clark, and Mr. Justice 
Whittaker. He stated: “Prelim- 
inarily, I must state that I am 
unable to grasp a concept of 
‘bargaining’ which enables one 
to ‘propose’ a particular point 
but not to ‘insist’ on it as a con- 
dition to agreement. The right 
to bargain becomes illusory 
one is not free to press a pro- 
posal in good faith to the point 
of insistence. Surely adoption of 
so inherently vague and fluid 
Standard is apt to inhibit 
entire bargaining process be- 
cause of a party’s fear that 
strenuous argument might shade 
into forbidden insistence and 
thereby produce a charge of an 
unfair labor practice.” 

He also disagreed with the 
majority’s view that the empl oy- 
er’s insistence on the “ballot” 
clause could support an unfair 
labor practice charge. Accepting 
the majority’s holding that the 
ballot clause is not a condit 
of employment, he concluded 
that it does not follow that the 
company was prohibited from 
insisting on its inconclusion in a 
collective bargaining agreement. 
However, he agreed that the 
employer’s insistence on the rec- 
ognition clause constituted an 
unfair labor practice since such 
insistence contravenes Section 
8(a)(5)’s requirement that an 
employer bargain 


o ~ 


th 


tion 





— 
with the representative of his 
employees. (NLRB Vv. Wooster 
Division of Borg-Warner Corp., 
26 LW 4271) 
No-Solicitation Rules 
Enforcement of a no-solicita- 
tion rule was involved in two 
cases decided in one opinion. An 
employer's distribution of non- 
coercive anti-union literature 
does not, by itself, requi 
holding that enforcement 
the plant’s Se Tul 
against employees consti 
an unfair labor sitesi under 
Section 8(a)(1) of the Taft Act 
Additional factors that must be 
considered, the Court 
clude whether or not the union 
or the employees requested an 
exception to the rule 6 wheth- 





said 


ishes the union’s ability to carry 
its message to the workers. 
Insisting that “no * * * me- 
chanical answers will avail 
the solution of this nonmechan- 
ical complex problem in labor- 
management relations, the Court 


far 
3U2 


asserted: 
“If, by virtue of the locati ion of 
the plant and of the “" 


and resources available to the 
fectively reaching t yees 
with a pro-union 
spite of a no-solicitation Tut le, 


at least as great as the employ- ; 
legal- 


in 


m essaze, da 


er’s ability to promote the A 
ly authorized expression of his 
anti-union views, there 1S - 
basis for invalidating te* 
‘otherwise valid’ rules. = 


— Hether 
Board, in determining 7 ne 


or not the enforcement of such 
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| MORG Ke co 60 PARK PLACE t ae ‘ 1 day of September, recovering the same against the this "iftcent day of Sep 
. (Seal) A.D.. one thousand nine hundred BERTHA POWELI Seal A.I> ne thousand nine 
__ A @ NEWARK 2, N. J. and fifty-eight aaa G FARDNER K. BENSON, Attorney and fifty-eight 
a ) > 28 3 No. ygton Avenue FPWARD Jo PATTEN, 
Forwarders Recognized MiTchell 2-0534 Secretary of State. East Orange, N. J Seeretury af State 
L.J.—Sept. 25, Oct. 2, 9 $21.60 L.J Aug. 28, Sept. 4, 11, 18, 25 Ld Sept. 18, 23, Oct. 2 $21.69 
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A Dependable 
Service For 
Lawyers 


Our Representatives 
Cover Daily— 


In Trenton 


The Offices of the 
Supreme Court 
Superior Court 
Secretary of State 
U.S. District Court 
Workmen’s Compensation 
State Tax Department 
Attorney General 
Bureau of Vital Statistics 
All other State Offices 


In Bergen, Essex, Hudson, 
Passaic and Union 
Counties 


County Clerk’s Office 
Register 

Surrogate 

County Clerk’s Vault 
Register’s Vault 

Sheriff’s Office 

Surrogate’s Vault 

Referees in Bankruptcy 
Chancery Division Chambers 
Compensation Courts 

All County Courts and Offices 
Municipal Courts and Offices 


District Courts 


All Parts of the District Courts | _ 


in the Counties mentioned. 
& 
Services We Perform— 


| 3 

Ascertaining corporate name) |, 
availability and corporate in- | 
formation 

Service of papers on attorneys 

Filing and delivery of papers, | 
files, etc. 

Obtaining information and data 

Abstracting dockets 

Searching and abstracting trade 
names, corps., chattel mtgs 
estates, etc. 

Procuring Forms or Rules 

Marking District Court cases 

Obtaining police and hospital 
reports 





a 
Messenger Service 


Our messenger calls at your 
office daily for your instruction: 


and requests on forms providec | wid 


by us. 
é 


Reports 


A prompt report is given you 
on each request you make. 


THIS SERVICE IS AVAILABLF 
TO YOU FOR A NOMINAL 
MONTHLY CHARGE 


Serving the Bar of New Jersey 
For Over 30 Years 


NEW JERSEY LAWYERS 
SERVICE 


24 Edison Place, Newark 2 
MArket 3-6190-1 





Our representative will be happy | 
to call on you to explain this 


service in detail. 
| 


IN 





LEGAL NOTICES 
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LEGAL NOTICES 





STATE OF NEW JERSEY 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
to whom these presents may come, 

Greeting: | 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfactiva, 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed 
the voluntary dissolution thereo! | 
unanimous consent of all the stock- 
, deposited in my office that 


ROGERS ROOST, INC. 


corporation of this State, whose principal 
i is situated at No. 179 Outwater Lane, 
City of Garfield, County of Bergen, 
of New Jersey (Cormack J. Kogers, 
* agent therein and in charge thereof, 
l whom process may be served), has 
complied with the requirements of Title 14 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes | 
New Jersey, preliminary to the issuin. 
f this Certificate »f Dissolution. 


THEREFORE, 1, the Secretary of 


» of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
s day of September, 1958, file in 
vilice a duly executed and attesteu consent 
writing to the dissolution of said cur 
executed by all the stockholders | 
which said consent and the record | 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
y said offic 
IN 


as provided by law. 
TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 
have hereto set my hand aid a 
tixed my official sea at Trenton 
this Second day of Se 
A.D., one thousand nine buudres 
and fifty-eight. 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State. 

1 Jai 








¢ 





Sept. 11, 8, 20 £21.60 





DEPARTME?d 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
to whom these presents may come, | 
Greeting: 
WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction 
y duly authenticated record of the pri 


Certificat 


STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
T OF STATE 





ed 


the voluntary dissolution thereof 
¢ 





unanimous consent of all the stock- 
deposited in my office that 


ANNCEE HOLDING CO. 


a corporation of this State, whose principal 

+ is situated « . 35 
Borough 
of 
being the agent therein and in charge thereof 
whom process may be served), has 
complied with the requirements of Title 14 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 


West 5th Avenu 
, County of Union, 


(Harry Dvorken, 





cow 


Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
e of Dissolution 


THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 








State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Certify that the s@id corporation did, on the 
Twenty-tifth day of August, 1958, file in 
my office a duly executed and attested consent 
writing to the dissolution of said cor- 


executed by all the stockholders 


which said consent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
said offic 






as provided by law. 


TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I 


have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal, at Trenton 


this Twenty-fifth day of August, 
A.D., one thousand nine hundred 


and fifty-eight 


EDWARD J. PATTEN, 


Secretary of State 
Sept. 11, 18, 25 $21.59 








WHEREAS, 
l authenticated record 


unanimous consent 
deposited in my office 
8 


which said consen 
proceedings afores 
said office as provided by law. 

IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I 
have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal. at Trenton. 
this Fourth day of September, 
A.D., one thousand nine hundred 
and fifty-eight 

EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of .nrete- 

. 1147 


STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
to whom these presents may come, 





It appears to my satisfaction 






the voluntary disso 
of ail 


EL EXCHANGE CO 


rrporation of this State, whose principa 
is situated at No. 91 E — lie Street, 
City of Newark, © 


of Essex, 
B. Myer, 





New Jersey ( Milla: 


| being the agent therein and in charge thereof. 
whom process may be served). has 
complied with the requirements of Title 14 
‘orporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
is Certificate of Dissolution. 


THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 


State of the State of New Jerse y, Do Hereby 
that the said corporation did. on the 
day of 
my office a duly exect uted and attested consent 
writing to the dissolution of sald cor- 


September, 1958, file in 





executed by all the stockholders 
t and the record 
id are now on file 








$21.60 






























TATE OF NEW JERSEY 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
i ta whom these presents may come 
reting 
TEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction 
anthentie#ted record of the proceed 





the voluntary dissolution thereof 

janimous consent of all the stock 

exited in my office that 

f AVENTE REALTY COMPANY 
‘ State. whose principal 





om “process” may be served), has 
ts 


‘] of Title 14 
"Revi sed Statutes 
to the issuine 
lution. 

I, the Secretary of 


witb the requirem 








of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 


corporation did oon th 
1958, file in my 
d attested consent 
dissolution of said cor- 
by all the steckholders 





~ 
h consent and the r-cord | 
sii ig ——— are now on file | ' 
* provided br law | 


IN TE STI MONY WHEREOF, I} 
ave hereto set my hand and af 
8 fi 


7 


my ci#l eeal. at Trenton 





of September, A.D., 


one thousand nine hundred and 


J. PATTEN. 
af state 












on 
b Dated: 


| Grosken 
60 Park PI. 

SS 

Sept. 11. 18, 25, Oct. 2, 9 


OF FLORENCE D. HAGERTY, | gecor 





eased. 
NOTICE OF SETTLEMENT 
- te & 


mn that the aces — 8 
of the | 


2D. H AGERTY, 


reby give 

bers, Execut 
ent of FLOREN 
will be a 
and rep 












rted for settlement to 
Court, Probate Division, 





s eeveillig the 14th day of October next. | Sey. 
September 2. 1958. | 
HUGH DWIGHT DOHERTY 


“FEDERAL TRUST COMPANY 
& Moriarty, Attorneys 


STATL OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF 3 

To all to whom these presents may come, 


TE OF NEW JERSEY 


these presenta may come, 


It appears to my satisfaction 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
voluntary dissolution thereof 
the unanimous consent 


in my ifHle 
HOU L YX uF ORANGE CORP. 


it appears to my satisfaction, 
pentic ated record of the proceed 

voluntary dissolution 
unanimous consent of all the stock. | » 


ted, notice is hereby g 





|} will be forever barre 
“14-16 alread Ave- 
of East Orange, County of 





a) Montg zomery Street, 





“ing the ag gent the rein and in charge 
process may be served), 





General, of Revised Statutes 


4 = 
7 + 4 i 
= = 





‘ert mf that the cate adele terns aid. 








consent and the record 


foresaid | are yg vl on file proceedings aforesaid are now 








uth day of September, 





tember, | 








¢ 4 Se 





SHERIFF'S SALE STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
y . , DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
to whom these presents may come, 


It appears to my satisfaction, 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
int ; 












unanimous consent 


MERI SON REALTY 


being the agent therein and in charge thereof, 


complied with the requirements of 


NOW, THEREFORE, 
State of the State of New Jersey, 
Certify that the sa#id corporation did, on the 


from S$ nuth Thir teenth Street 








ssing through the ce hee 


executed and attested consent 
dissolution of said cor- 








of the proceedings aforesaid are —_ on file 


» along the same westerly | 11 iny sald office as provided by 
IN S 


place of BEGINNING. 
1 e : 








my hand and. af- 





amount of the 2 nosmene this Tenth day of September, A.D., 





Secretarw of State. 





STATE OF mi yA paneer 





> OF NEW pete | 
TVENT 3 fo out J whom these presents mov 


It appears to my satisfaction 


presents may “come. 
auti henticated record of 


wares to my satisfaction 
the unanimous consent 


tha 
( SONSTRU « ‘TION COo., 





> | (Seal) oo 
» | Deing the agent therein and in charge thereof, 


— _woom Process 
ge ay of Title 14, 


a 
"the eee of Title 14. 
f 







NOW, THEREFORE. 
State of the State of New Jersey. 
said corporstion did. 


te of the State of New Jersey. Do ) Hereby T j 
: | and attested consent 


fice . uly pa aa eaten penn pod in writing to the dissolution of said 


the dissolution of said cor- 





. Which said consent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
‘BD my “s, 2 as providec 








sent and the record | demands against 


aforesaid Te Bw on 





nth day rat “September, 














Secretary of _ 


Dated: August 29, 1958 

ESTATE OF CLARA I. COLTON, decea 
Pursuant to the order of ADRIAN 
FOLEY, JR., Surrogate of the County of 





| Essex, this day made, on the appli ation 





trator of said de 
yen to the 
of said deceased, to ex! t to the st 
under oath or affirmation, their cla 
demands again the estate of said d 
within six months from this date, 
from prose< 
recovering the same nst the subscrit 

THE HOWARD SAVINGS INSTITUT! 
JOHN F. CONNOLLY, Attorney 
11 Commerce Street 

‘ » N. J 
4, 11, 18, 25, Oct. 2 


the undersigned, Admir 































Take notice that the undersigned will 
to the Essex Cornty Court on Oc 
1$58 at 2 O'Clock in the afternoon 
Court House, Newark, New Jersey 
judgment I 
name 







Aaron B. 
199 Lyons Avenue 
Newark, N. J 

L.J.—Sept. 






4, 11, 18, 25 $8.82 





TAKE NOTICE, that the undersigned » 
apply to the -— County Court, Law 











sion, at the Court House, Newark 
Jersey, ¢ a October Ist, 1958, at tw 
n e ernoon, for a judgment a 





BERN ARD WOSNITZER to as 

name of BERNARD WAYNE. 
BERNARD WOSNITZ 

MARGOLIS, MARGOLIS & TURAK 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 

1060 Broad Street 

Newark, New Jersey 

L.J.—Sept. 4, 11, 18, 25 $9.45 








Dated: September 10, 1958 
ESTATE OF ANNIE NOVY, deceased. 
Pursuant to the order of ADRK 
FOLEY, JR.. Surrogate of the Cou 
Essex, this day made, on the application of 
the undersigned, Administrator of said de. 
ceased, notice is hereby given to the creditors 
of said deceased, to exhibit to the subse 
under oath or affirmation, their claims 
demands against the estate of said dece 
within six months from this date, or they 
will be forever barred from prosecuting or 
recovering the same against the subscriber, 
BARNETT NOVY 








| Kenneth Gluck, Attorney 
1 


No. Broad Street 





abeth, N. J 


| E 3 
L.J.—Sept. 18, 25, Oct. 2, 9, 16 





STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents may com 

Greeting 

WHEREAS, it appears to my satis! 
by duly authenticated record of the 
ings for the voluntary dissolution reof 
by the consent of all the members then 
present, that 
ARLINGTON EMPLOYEES INDEPENDENT 

ASSOCIATION, INC, 

a corporation of this State, has 
with <« the ents of 
Corpo and / tions Not f 
Revised tutes of 1937, prelimin 
issuing this certificate of disso! 
NOW THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 

ate of the State of New Jersey, D 
HEREBY CERTIFY, that the said rpore 





















on did, on the Third day of S¢ 
A D., 1958, file in my office a d 
and attested conser in writ 








dissolution of said corporation, w 








i 
‘onsent and the record of the ; : 
i now on file in my said office 
ided ¥. 
IN STIMONY WHERDEOF 





have hereunto set my bk 

Axed my official sea 

this te ag ‘day of Sep 

“ee hundred and 

E DW. AR 'D J. PATTEN 
Secretary of State. 

L.J.—Sept. 11, 18, 25, Oct. 2 $25.2 

















De ae Septemt 


LOUISE ALICIA ELWOOD 


order of ADRIAN 

gate of the ( 

made, on 
executrix of said 

t given to the cre 
to exhibit to the subsericr 
I ' 4 












within 

















STATE OF NEW JERSEY 





OF DISSOLUTION 
whom these presents may come, 















pears: to my —_- 











being the ager nt tharete ‘ana in nee thereof, 





the requirements of Title 14 
of Revised Statutes 
prelim! nary to the 


ESTATE OF MATILDA H 





of the State of New Jerse: 


A 
“NATHAN TURESEY, Si eieee GRR Calc cainnente 





executed and attested consent 














proc nieie aforesaid 
my said office as provided by law. 

N gr WHEREOF, 
set my hand and af- 





th day of September, 








ESTATE OF 















deceased 
eased. 
f said deceased 





RA‘ ; I 
RICHARD M. GLASSNER, Attorney 
60 Park Place 
Newark 2, N. J 
L.J Sept. 4, 





Datel 





ceased 
Pursuar 


FOLEY. 





FFINGTON, . 


98 Broad Street 
Bloomfield, N. J. 
L.J.—Sept. 4, 11, 18, 25, Oct - 









ESTATE 





on the application of 













TAKE NOTICE that the undersigned will 
ar pply to the Essex County Court, Law Divi- 
House, Newark, New Jer- 


ted and stated by the | »it to the subscriber 





for a "judgment authorizing him 
the name of Melvin Richard Miles. | recovering the same asa” 
Melvin Richard Kleinman Sie 
} Herrigel, 
744 Broad 





Septer 





OF AUG SCS 












> ests 






forever barred 
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LEGAL NOTICES 














a ene A 
LEGAL NOTICES LEGAL NOTICES LEGAL NOTICES 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY ated: August 26, 1958 STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE ESTATE OF ANDREW DRAGHI, deseased. DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CEKTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION Pursuant to the order of ADRIAN M. CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whem these presents may come,| FOLEY, JKR., Surrogate of the County of | To all to whom these presents may come, 
Greeting: Essex, this day made, on the application of Greeting: 

the undersigned, Executrix of said deceased, WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 


WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
py duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders, deposited in my office that 

311 QUEEN ANNE CORP. 
a orporation of this State, whose principal 

Bi is situated at No. 510 Piermont Road, 
Borough of Closter, Co of Bergen, 
§ New Jersey (Herber Draesel, 
; the agent therein and in charge thereof, 
whom process may be served), ha- 
ed with the requirements of Title 14, 
ations, General, of 
New Jersey, preliminary 
Certificate of Dissolution. 













t G 





to the issuing 



























































































Z sow THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of | AND ITS TRUSTE IN DISSOLUTION: 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby In ag of an order of the New 
that ~ said sorenrntis yn did, on the e hg pag — Rania mn, 
day of September, 1958, in my mac on e date hereof in 
a duly executed and attested consent | sin Concetta Ruisi, Paul W. 
writing to the dissolution of said cur | M Morgan are plaintiffs, 
t executed by all the stockholders | ren to the creditors and 
f, which said consent and the record | ‘ claims and demands against 
proceedings aforesaid are now on file | Sar, Inc. or the plaintiffs as 
swid office as provided by law. } i present to 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1/} eider, Lust- 
have hereto eet my hand and af-} - attorneys, 
fixed my official seal, at t | 
this Twelfth day f Sept 7 
8 A.D thousand 1 ‘uundred med. ~ 
and y-eight | o claimed or de- 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, }? of the claim or 
Secretary of State. | will be forever | 
Sept. 18, 25, Oct. 2 $21.60) © " there for or on] 
| 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY } 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE rated 
RTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION | S 
to whom these presents muy come, | 
Greeting | L.J 
\ EAS It appears to mj isfaction, | 
authenticated record proceed- 
g r the voluntary disso! thereof | 3 Sete ; 
inanimous consent of Btock- | TAKE NOTICE undersigned will 
«, deposited in my office that | M u : 
STEVEN CORP | : Court 
a corjoration of thls State. whose principal | J on Uct 
tuat a at N 691 Cedar Lane, ; |! rer . ae — —— 
Teane of Ber-| ' iss the n Os » 
ogy re Rertash, | J JOSEPH PAUL “M, JRK., ELIZA- 
z the agent therein aud in ereof, | BI a he ay k. aie ; JAMES PETER REM 
m process may be has 1 ) MARIE M. 
with the requirements 14 ser RE MBISZEWSKI, 
ns, General, of Ee vis Statutes vidually and as natu 
f w Jersey, preliminar. ssuiny JOSEP Hl P AU L & 3) 
‘ this Certificate of Dissol futi ° | SKI, JR nfant, EI 
NOW, THEREFORE, Il, th f | JEANNE 2 EWs n 
State of the State of New Jers fant and JAMES ‘PE TER REMBIS- 
hat the said corporat | ZEWSKI, an infant 
é day of Septembe y| DOROTHY M¢- AR Ik REMBISZEWSKI 
fice ; executed pe attested consent } HAROLD S. OKIN, ESQ 
x the dissoluti« f said cor- vm ad Avenue 
t ted by all rea stockholders | Rk d, New 
here which said consent and the record} L.. Sept. 18, eo 
{ the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
said office as provided by law : oes ‘ 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1 ae peHERIFF’S SALE 
have hereto set my hand and af ses SUPERIOR (CHAN) C-323 
fixed my official seal, at Trenton SUPERIOR COURT OF 
his Eleventh day of September, | (HA¢ wadeae tans 
Sea 4.D., one thousand nine hund ’ et NO. F ‘ 
and etursighs. ae - Between Newark Federal yings and Loan 
EDWARD J. PATTEN Association a Savings and Loan Association 
Secretary of State. nd existing under the laws of 
Sept. 18, 25, Oct. 2 $21.60 States of America, ormerly 
Central Mutual Savings and Lo 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY ees ace oe a ee 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE For Sata ae Mort ae 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION m =e MONEe 
all to whom these presents may come, By virtue of the above stated writ ef 
S. It appears to my satisfaction : ‘ . — ee 
nenticated record of the proceed- 2 Now ark » 
the voluntary dissolution thereof bipiglarntart on 
nanimous consent of all the stock- next, at 
jeposited in my office that that cer- 
Is '& VALENTINE COMPANY OF ituate, lying 
NEW JERSEY he Newark, Essex 
t corporation of this State, whose principal eh northarie: lide’ of Rieke: 
6 tua tec N I in ne northerly iine 0 igb 
peg Me! st se n, County of Morris Ave nue at a point therein distant 
C Nae eae Young,| Westerly 100 feet from the westerly line of 
‘agent therein and in charge thereof, | Bersen Street; thence running (1) along 
whom process may be ‘gerved), has | *! line of Eighteenth Avenue north 65 
i it " itl 19 minutes west 25 feet; thence (2) 
4 Stion , Seat al Motcan "fects ) 24 degrees 41 " mluutes east 181.21 
; New Je sey. prolinainary wo the issuing | feet thence. {3) sine SE searece Bae 
this Certificate o dissolution y ev. feet. tnence 0 . 
NOW, THEREFORE, 1. the Secretary of 15 ‘minutes west 80.39 feet; thence 
te of the State of New Jer Bey, Do Hereby 65 degrees 19 minutes west 0.99 


n did, on the 
file in my 





of September, 
uy executed and attested consent 
g to the dissolution of said cor- 
executed by all the stockholders 
ich said consent and the record 
ceedings aforesaid are now on file 


1 office as provided by law 








IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1 
hare hereto set my hand end af- 
fixed my official seal, at Trenton 
s Twelfth day of September, 
Sea A.D., one i. sand nine ‘hundred 
and fifty-eigh 
EDWARD J. * PATTEN N 
i Secretary of State. 
Sept. 18, 25. Oct. 2 $21.60 





SHERIFF'S SALE 
SUPERIOR (Chan) C-316 
PERIOR COURT OF NEW JERSEY, 
(HANCERY DIVISION, 
EX COUNTY, NO. F-2607-57 
TWEE N Mohawk Savings and Loan Asso- 
A corporation of New Jersey, 
and George Olive, et als., Defen- 
EXECUTION. For Sale of Mort- 
mises. 
of the above stated writ of 
to me directed, I shall expose 
* Sa y Public Vendue, in Room B-16, 
«be COURT HOUSE, in Newark, on 
5 the thirtieth day of September, 
(Prevailing Time), all 
or parcel of land and 
particularly described, 
being in the City of 
: x County, New Jersey 
NING at the Southwesterly corner 
Newton Streets and from thence 
yutherly along New 3 
westerly 
: thence 
Newton Street 
side of Bank Street 
1 southerly side 
to the point and 












p. m., 
£ tract 
nafter 
and 


















piace 


now known as Twelfth Ave- 


designated 
of Newark, 





te amount of the Judgme nt 


| 

| 

1 | 

Revised Statutes | 
| 





' JOSEPH P. 


netice is hereby given to the creditors 
of said deceased, to exhibit to the subscriber 
under oath or affirmation, their claims and 


estate of said deceased, 
from this date, or they 
forever barred from prosecufing or 
= Same against the subscriber. 
ELESTA DRAGHI 
DAL LANEGRA, Attorney 


demands against the 
within six months 
will be 
recovering 








| 24 Commerce Street 





i by said sale is the sum « 
1, Twenty-two D: liars and | 
ts ($4,022.63), together with 
s sale 
w Jersey, 
EIL a 





August 
DUFFY. 


Cohen, 






. that the undersign 
x County Court 
1958, at 2 0’ 
Court House 
rie 5 Jersey, for a 
5 him to assume the 








DORE SMITH 





Oct. 2 $9.45 


| Newark 2, 











N. J. 
L.J Sept. 4, 11, 





LEGAL NOTICE 
TO THE CREDIT¢ OF LYRIC 





BAR, INC. 












































































south 24 degrees 41 
t to the said northerly 
Avenue and the point and 


and thence (6 
west 100 fe 
f Eighteenth 
>» of Beginning. 
ing known as 
foregoing 
y made 
July 
same premises 
by deed of 








330 Eighteenth Avenue. 
description is in accord 
by William D. Salyer, 
24, 1951 

conveyed to the 
Realty Mortgage 
dated 8/21/51 and recorded 
Essex County Register’s Office 
2970 of deeds page 198, ete. This 
purchase money mortgage given to 
portion of the purchase price of 
described premises 
ay oximate amount 
satisfied 





of the Judgment 


to be by said sale is the sum of 
eo Thousand, Seven Hundred Ejighty- 
Dollars and Thirty-five Cents ($7,787- 









wether with the costs of this sale. 
es are to be sold subject to the 
1958 taxes, second quarter hav- 
to the restrictions of record, 
h facts as may be disclosed by 
survey: to the ordinances com- 
as the ‘‘zoning ordinances” ; 


the laws, rules 
relating to dwell- 
of the pres- 


ffect, if any, of 
r ordinances 
d to the possession 


of said 


DUFFY, Sheriff. 
y Coyne, Attorney. 


9 $52.92 








OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
all to whom these presents may come: 
Greeting 
WHE REAS, It appears to my 
> duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
for the voluntary disselution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders, deposited my office that 
MADISON LAUNDROMAT INC. | 
principa 


STATE 


To 


satisfaction 





by 
ings 





in 







a corporation of this State. wiose 
o ituated at No. 744 Broad Street, 
t City of Newark, County of Essex, 
New Jersey (Stephen Maskaleris, 
agent therein and in charge thereof, 
whom process may be served), has 
ed with the requirements of Title 14, 
‘orporations, General, of Revised Statutes; 





f New Jersey, the issuing 





prelim 







of this Certificate of 
NOW, THEREFORE, 
State of the State of N« 











wkhol ees 
gies record 
> now on file 


law. 
WHEREOF, I 
my hand and af- 
seal. at Trenton, 

of September, | 
thousand nine hundred 


fifty-eight 


om a previa 
. TESTIMONY 
» heret 


set 





‘and 
EDWARD J 
Secretary of 8 


PATTEN, 
tate. 


J.—Sept. 18, 25, Oct. 2 $21.60 















by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 

ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 

by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 

holders, deposited in my office that 
COLONY HOMES CORP. 

a corporation of this State, whose principal 


office is situated at No. 694 Main Avenue, 
in the City of Passaic, County of Passaic, 
State of New Jersey (Joseph (Feder, 


being the agent therein and in charge thereof. 
upon whom process may be served), has 
complied with the requirements of Title 14 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Certify that the swid corporation did, on the 





i Tenth day September, 1958, file in my 
office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
hi said consent and the record 





es aforesaid are now on file 
» as provided by law. 
SSTIMONY WHEREOF, 1 


of the 
in my 





| thereof, 
| 
| 





have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal, at Trenton. 
T I ; of September, A.D., 
(Seal) nine hundred and 
| 
| VATTEN, 
f State. 
L.J Sept 


. 2 $21.60 





STATE OF NEW — 
DEPARTMENT OF STA 


CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents may come, 
Greeting 


WHE R nt AS It appears to my satisfaction, 
nt ted record of the proceed 
t dissvlution thereof 
of all the stock- 
; office that 
N CO., INC. 
whose principal 
“xchange Place, 
inty of Hudson, 
Corporation Trust 
therein and in 




























ge th whom process may be 
served), b ed with the requirements 
of Title 14 ons, General, of Revised 
fy Fleck ‘ +y, preliminary to the 
; issuing of this Cert ate of Dissolution. 
NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary o 
State of the 2 of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Certify that < poration did. on the 
Tenth day f Se r, 1958, file in my 
office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 











oy all the stockbolders 
said consent and the record 
gs aforesaid are now ou file 
- s provided by law 
) TE STIMONY WHEREOF, I 
have hereto >t my hand and af 
ix ny official seal, at Trenton 
th day of September, A.D., 
(Seal) thousand nine hundred and 
fift, y-eight 
EDW AK D> J. PATTEN, 
Secre tary of State. 
L.J.—Sept. 18, 25, Oct. 2 $21.60 
STATE OF NEW Seep 


OF STA 
DISSOLUTION 
presents may come, 


DEPARTMENT 
CERTIFICATE OF 
all to whom these 

Greeting 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
by duly authenticated record of the p 

ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
of all the stock 


To 


by the unanimous consent 
holders, deposited in my office that 

1055 BOULEVARD CORP. 
a corporation | of this State, whose principal 
office is sitt at No. 921 Bergen Avenue, 
in the City sey City, County of Hudson, 
State of orsey (Max Druz, _be- 





ing the agent therein and in charge thereof, 
upon whem process may be served), bas 
complied with the requirements of Title 14 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the iseuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Certify that the said corportaion did, on the 





Tenth day of September, 1958, file in my 
office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
‘poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said consent and the record 


of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 











in my said office as provided by law. 
IN ‘TESTIMUNY WHEREUF, 1 
have hereto set my hand and ef. 
fixed my official seal, at Trenton. 
this Tenth day of September, A.D., 

(Seal) one thousand nine hundred and 
fifty-ei 
ELWAKD J. PATTEN, 

Secretary of state. 

L.J.—Sept. 18, 25, Oct. 2 $21.60 
STATE OF NEW rp td 
DEPARTMENT OF STA 

CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLT TION 
To all to whom these presenta may come, 
Greeting: 
WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction 


by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 





ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders, deposited in on office that 
sYRIC BAR, INC. 

a corporation of this State, whose principal 
office is situated at No. 10 Commerce Court, 
in the City of Newark, County of Essex, 
State of New Jersey (Henry G. Morgan, 


being the agent therein and in charge thereof, 


upon whom process may be served), has 
complied with the requirements of Title 14 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 


of the issuing 


of 


New Jersey, preliminary to 
this Certificate of Dissolution. 
NOW. THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
Tenth day »tember, 1958, file in my 
office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said consent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 


Sey 




























in my said office as provided by law. 

IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF I 
bave hereto set my hand end af 
fixed my official «ea at Trenton 
this Tenth day of September, A.D., 
(Seal) thousand nine hundred and 

EDWARD J. PATTEN, 

Secretary of State 
| L.J.—Sept. 18, 25, Oct. 2 $21.60 
Dated st 18, 1958 
ESTATE OF DAVII , deceased. 

Pursuant to t rder “a ADRIAN M. 
FOLEY, JF e of the County of 
| Essex, ie the application of 
the unc cutrix of said deceased, 
notice iven to the creditors of 
said deceased, to exhibit to the subscriber 
under oath ¢ ation, their claims and 
demands estate of said deceased, 
this date, or they 


within s 


from prosecuting or 
1¢ against the subscriber. 
IAN ROSEN 

KESSLER & HARRINGTON, 





| KESSLER, 
| Attorneys 
| 80 Mulberry Street 
| Newark 2, N. J 
L.J.—Aug. 28, Sept. 4, 11, 


18, 25 


aatice 
said deeeased, 





LEGAL NOTICES 
Dated: September 11, 1958 
ESTATE OF MAE H. LICHTENSTEIN, de- 
* ceased 
Pursuant to the order of ADRIAN M. 
FOLEY, JR., Surrogate of the County of 
Essex, this day made, on the application of 


the undersigned, Executors of said deceasea, 
e is hereby given to the creditors ot 
to exhibit to the subscribers 
under vath or affirmation, their claims and 
demands against the estate of said deceased, 
within six months from this date, or they 
will be forever barred from prosecuting or 
recovering the same against the subscribers. 
JOHN P. NUGENT and 
EDWARD E. BURKE 
Nugent & Rollenhagen, Attorneys 
921 Bergen Ave. 
Jersey City, N. J. 
L.J.—Sept. 18, 25, 


Oct. 2, 9, 16 





STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents may come, 

Greeting: 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissvlution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders, deposited in my office that 
CITY LINE CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 
a corporation of this State, whose principal 





office is situated at No. 89 Central Avenue, 
in the City of Passaic, County of Passaie, 
State of New Jersey (Milton Werksman, 


being the agent therein and in charge thereof, 
upon whom process may be served), has 
complied with the requirements of Title 14, 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
Fifteenth day of September, 1958, file in 
office @ duly executed and attested consent 





my 











in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
i tion, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said consent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
in my said office as provided by law. 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1 
have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my officiai seal, at Trenton. 
this Fifteenth day of September, 
(Seal) A.D., o thousand nine hundred 
and fi -eight. 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State. 
L.J Sept. 25, Oct. 2, 9 $21.60 


STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 

CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 

all to whom these presents may eome, 
Greeting: 

WHEREAS. It appears to my satisfaction 
y duly authenticated record of the pro eed 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
y the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders, deposited in my office that 

BROOK GROVE, INC. 

a corporation of this State, whose principal 
situated at No. 80 Bowden Road 
nship of Cedar Grove, County 
sex, State of New Jersey (Frederick Leitner, 
being the agent therein and in charge 
thereof, upon whom process may be served), 
has complied with the requirements of Title 
14, Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing of 
this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did. on the 
Sixteenth day of September, 1958, file in my 
office «u duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of sa#id cor- 
eration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said consent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 


To 


ice is 


the To 





in my said office as provided by law 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I 
have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal, at Trenton. 
this Sixteenth day of September, 
(Seal) A.D., one thousand nine hundred 
and fifty-eight. 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State. 
L.J.—Sept. 25, Oct. 2, 9 $21.60 





STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents may come. 

Greeting: 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
by duly authenticated reeord of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of al) the stock- 
holders, deposited in my office that 

AIR-SPRINGS INTERNATIONAL, INC. 

4 corporation of this State. whose principal 
office is situated at No. 1143 East Jersey 
Street, in the of zabeth, County of 
Union, State of New Jersey (Seymour Isaac- 
man, being the agent therein and in charge 
thereof, upon whom process may be served), 
has complied with the requirements of Title 
14, Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
Fifteenth day of September, 1958, file in my 
office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of smid cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said consent and the record 
f the proceedings aforesaid are = on file 
in my said office as provided by 1 

IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I 











have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal, at Trenton 
this Fifteenth day of September, 
(Seal) A.D., one thousand nine hundred 
and fifty-eight. 
EIPWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of 7 
L.J.—Sept. 25, Oct. 2/7 $21.60 
Dated: August 26, 1958 
ESTATE OF WILLI AM L. KUNZE, deceased. 


the order of ADRIAN M. 
FOLEY, JR., Surrogate of the County of 
Essex, this day made, on the application of 
the undersigned, Administrator of said deceas- 
ed, notice is hereby given to the creditors 
of said deceased, to exhibit to the subscriber 
under oath or affirmation, their claims and 
demands against the estate of said deceased, 


Pursuant to 


within six months from this date, or they 
will be forever barred from prosecuting or 
recovering the same against the subscriber. 


ROBERT W. KUNZE 
JAMES J. SHEERAN, Attorney 
1180 Raymond Boulevard 
Newark 2, N. J 








L.J.—Sept. 4, 11, 18, 25, Oct. 2 
Dated: August 29, 1958 
ESTATE OF EARL C. ABERNETHY, de- 
ceased. 
Pursuant to the order of ADRIAN M. 
FOLEY, JR., Surrogate of the County of 
Essex, this day ma on the application of 





the undersigned, Administrator of said deceas- 
ed, not hereby given to the creditors 
of said deceased, tovexhibit to the subscriber 


ice is 


in| 


of Es- | 





under oath or affirmation, their claims and 

demands against the estate of said deceased, 

within six months from this date, or they 

will be forever barred from prosecuting or 

recovering the same against the subscriber. 
THE HOWARD SAVINGS INSTITUTION | 

ROBERT A. HUEBNER, Attorney 

200 Market Street 

Newark 2, N. J. 

L.J.- Sept. 4. 11, 18; 3%, Oct. 3 


STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents may come, 

Greeting: 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stuck- 
holders, deposited in my office that 

VICTORY REALTY COMPANY 
a corporation of this State, whose principal 
office is situated at No. 921 Bergen Avenue, 
in the City of Jersey City, County of Hudson, 
State of New Jersey (William Boorstein, 
being the agent therein and in charge thereof, 
upon whom process may be served), has 
complied with the requirements of Title 14, 


Corporations, General, of Kevised Statutes 
vt New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certiticate of Dissolution. 

NOW, THEREFORE, 1, the Secretary of 


State of the State of New Jersey, Vo Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
Sixteenth day of September, 1958, file in my 
office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said consent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are nuw on ile 
in my said office as provided by law 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I 
have hereto set my hand aud ai 
‘ixed my official seal, at Trenton, 
this Sixteenth day of September, 
A.D., one thousand nine hundred 
and fifty-eight. 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State. 
Sept. 25, Oct. 2, 9 








(Seal) 





STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
ill to whom these presente may come, 
Greeting: 
WHEREAS, 


lu 


It appears to my satisfactiun, 








by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissviutiou thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
nelders, deposited in my office that 

ELES REALTY CO. 
a corporation of this siate, whose principal 
office is s ated at No. 11 Commerce Street, 
in the City of Newark, County of Essex, 
State of New Jersey (Joseph Steiner, 
being the agent thereiu aud in charge therevf, 
pon whom process may be served), has 
‘complied with the requirements of Title 14, 
Corporations, Genoerai, of Revised Statutes 
of New ersey, preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissviution. 

NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Seeretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
Twelfth day of September, 1958, file in my 
office a duly executed and attested consent 
iu Writing tuo the dissulution of said cur- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said consent and the record 


of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
in my said office as provided by law. 
IN TESTIMONY WITEREOR, I 
have hereto set my hand nd al 
fixed my official seal, at Foeatom, 
this Twelfth day of September, A.D., 
one thousand nine hundred and 
fifty-eight. 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State. 
Sept 5, Oct. 2, 9 


i Seal) 


L.J 


STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
all to whom these presenta may come, 
Greeting: 
WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders, deposited in my office that 
BERNBROOK REALTY COMPANY 
a corporation of this State, whose principal 
office is situated at No. 591 Summit Avenue, 
in the City of Jersey City, County of Hudson, 
State of New Jersey (Nathan Schnider, 
being the agent therein and in charge 
thereof, upon whom process may be served), 
has complied with the requirements of 
Title 14, Corporations, General, of Revised 
Statutes of New Jersey, preliminary to the 
issuing of this Certificate of Dissolution. 
NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
Eighth day of September, 1958, file in 
my office # duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said consent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
in my said office as provided by law. 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I! 
have hereto set my hand and af- 


$21.60 











To 


fixed my official sezl, at Trenton, 
this Eighth day of September, 
(Seal) A.D., one thousand nine hundred 
and fifty-eight 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State. 
L.J.—Sept. 11, 18, 25 $21.60 


STATE OF NEW JERSEY 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
Te all to whom these presents may come 
Greeting: 


WHERFAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 


ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of al! the stock- 
holders. deposited in my office that 
UNITED ELECTRONICS CO. 

@ corporation of this State, whose principal 
office is situated at No. 42 Spring Street, 
in the City of Newark, County of Essex, 
State of New Jersey (Charles Rice, 


ing the agent therein and in charge therevf, 
jon whom process may be served), has 
complied with the requirements of Title 14, 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
f this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
Eighth day of September, 1958, file in my 
office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said consent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 





in my said office as provided by law 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I 
have hereto set my hand and af 
fixed my official seal. at Trenton, 
this Eighth day of September, A.D., 
(Seal) one thousand nine bundred and 
fifty-eight. 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of — 
L.J.—Sept. 11, 18, $21.60 
Dated: September 10, 1958 
ESTATE OF HARRY SCHRAM, deceased 
Pursuant to the oider of AD — M. 
FOLEY, JR., < » of the 
Essex, this 









he net itrix of said deceased, 
1oti hereby given to the creditors of 
said é ceased, to exhibit to the subscriber 
inder oath or affirmation, their claims and 
demands against the estate of said deceased, 
within six months from this date, or they 
will be forever barred from prosecuting or 
recovering the same against the subscriber. 


SARA SCHRAM 


Harold Markowitz, Attorney 
659 Eagle Rock Ave., 

West Orange, N. J. 

L.J.—-Sept. 18, 25, Oct. 2, 9, 16 
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Tax Forum, 


vantages of 


Changes of 





ROY GRIFFITH JONES 
PATENT ATTORNEY 
Formerly Patent Advisor, 

, Dept. of the Army 
Chamber of Commerce Bidg., 
24 Branford Place, Newark, N. J. 











NORMAN N. POPPER 
REGISTERED PATENT 
ATTORNEY 
17 Academy St., Newark 2, N. J. 
Mitchell 2-1406 


Services available to attorneys only 











are ee “hits” with new 





* Stock and Transfer Ledger 
* = 8 Corporate Desk Seai 
2 3 ning Minute Book with Booster 
* Book of Beatuifully lithographed 


* Printed Minutes at $1.00 
* Gold Lettering on ofl Books 


© Pocket Seal ot $1.25 











































and old corporations 
clusive self filing drawer * 


with ex 


KK \\ 


*reinforced drawer 


$2.00 additional 


& HANDSOME OUTAT 
QUALITY MADE TO ENDURE 
* Shipped prepaid 

within hours? 
* Seal in your 

office in a day! 


ANOTHER — ALL-STATE — IMPROVEMENT 


EXTRA at NO INCREASE in price 


An Extra Heavy Indestructible Lift Top Box 


ALL-STATE office suppty co. 


NEWARK 2,.N. J. »* MARKET 4-5577 





Increased 
ciation’s busi 
added sp 


Klein — stat 


moved i 
the nun 


Essex Weekly Call 


SUPERIOR COURT AND 
ESSEX COUNTY COURT 


EEKLY CALL 


Wi 
FRIDAY, SEPTEMBER 26, 1958 


Tax Forum At Seten Hall 


The Third Annual Seton Hall 
sponsored by Seton 
Hall University in cooperation 
vith the Essex County Bar As- 
sociation and the New Jersey 
Society of Certified Public 
countants, with the participa- 
on of the Internal Revenue 
service and Research Institute 


Y 


f America, will be given at 


chool of Business Administra- 
tion, 31 Clinton St., Newark, 
Thursday and Friday evenings, 
September 25th and 26th. 
members of the bar are cordially 
invited to attend 


Subjects to be discussed 


Thursday evening include: 
to Have the Legal and Tax Ad- 
a Corporation at an 
Unincorporated Tax Cost, What 
to do About the New Rules On 
Accounting Methods, 
How to Create Ordinary 
Deductions From Stock Invest- 
ments and The Brand New 2 
Depreciation Break. On Friday 
evening, the subjects scheduled 
for discussion include: A New 
Protection Against Collapsible 
Corporation Classification, 
erstanding New Rules for Am- 
ortizing Improvement by Lessees, 
and reviews of Estate Planning 
and Gift Planning. 
Greetings will be extended by 
dge Everett Scherer, president 
the Essex County Bar Asso- 
ition and attorney lecturers 

be Leon Gold, Norman 

ilesinger and Daniel Moore. 


State Bar Taxation 


Committee To Meet 


The Corami ttee on State Tax- 
ition of the New Jersey State 
ar Association will meet 
4:00 p. m. at the offices of Aaron 
Lasser, Esq., 17 Academy Street, 
Newark, on Friday, October 3rd. 
Benjamin M. Taub of Passaic is 
Shairman of the Committee. 


Mohawk To Add New 
— To Its Building 





expand 


= 
= 
= 


per cent per annum. 





Loss 


and Loan 


40 Commerce Street, 
recting an addition- 
p its present build- 
nnounced by Philip 


me of the asso- 
s has made the 
imperative, Mr. 
Since Mohawk 
into its present quarters, 
nber of savers and home 
ners served has more than 
doubled. Then, ap pproximately | 
8.200 persons had savings ac- 
counts and 2,000 had residential 
1ortgage loans; today the fig- 
ures are "20,000 and 4,300 respec- 
tively. 
Assets of the association are 
rrently more than $43,000,000 

against $15,300,000 in 1951. 
Reserves, over $2,500,000 today, 
were $882,000 then. “For these 
reasons, and because we now 
pay dividends four times a year, 
increasing our work load, addi- 
tional space has become a neces- 
sity,” Mr. Klein said. The cur- 
rent dividend is at the rate of 
































Z. H. POLACHEK 


Reg. Patent Attorney 
1234 BROADWAY (at 31st) 
New York 1, N. Y. 
Phone: LO. 5-3088 














| 
| CLASSIFIED ADVERTISING 
| EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITY) EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITY 


| A YOUNG ATTORNEY, PREFERABLY WILDWOOD, NEW JERSEY , ATTORNEY 4 
























































with some experience in trial work for with large general ractice, a large ’ 
The following Superior Court and County | a busy office in Middlesex County. Please tion of whic ed to trial sessj 
t Cases wi be called before Assignment | state qualifications, age, experience and salary r lires yo » is looking for 
Judge Alexander P Waugh, Room lesired. Box 643 4 sing , r young and amt 
rt House at 9:30 A.M., and will - ious 1 clerk for future ass 
t to being set down for trial. LAWYER EXPERIENCED IN THE DE- ciation. Write I 1 jual- 
—_ fense of negligence and compensation cases itions to Perskie & Perskie, 254 
Os 7, 469 i800, 48 485, 406 for association with lawyer specializing in Wildwood. N. J 
12 ‘ 8, S81, 585, 58¢ e trial of such cases. For appointment, QppORTUNITY FOR YOUNG ATTORNEY 
2, 6 2 2 1, 625, 630 MA 0925 in Nor n New Jersey medium 8 
i ‘ 66S, 669. 670 . p at municipalities sta 
» ” a - - ‘ Reply with resume 
M2, 697, 69S, 704, 706, 712, 7 Assignment Order salary Seabees 
» sg 107 $ +8 biicmac RN PROMINENT “NEWARK LAWYER 
— x a young man with excepti 





ORDERED that in addition abi ity: top law schoo required; fare « 
to their regular assignments, the —— faite 
following judges are assigned YOUNG ATT 





tNEY WANTED FOR 


f k I “ hea 
temporarily as follows: submit brief resume. Box 652 
Weeks of September 22 and 29, Marie LAWYER WITH TRIAL EXP 
1958, except Friday of each week x.cack uffiee. State full. pertinent : 
Judge Saul oN. iSehechter (oO) 2%. sisty “exheoted, “esc. ey, en 
the Somerset County Court. 


YOUNG LAWYER WANTED, PREFER 





Week of October 6, 1958 with some experience negligence ple 
Judge Mitchell H. Cohen to. «i starting salary. Confidential. Box 62 
the Middlesex County Court; | ii¢extiy apMITTED ATTORNEY 
and siring time to est h own pract 

Judee Alvin. R. Weatherer tol sccc. asshenee toe eens aceon 
the Hudson County Court. Mx 65s 
Week of October 13, except Mong | “tential for young attormey, One enw 
day, October 13, 1958 tia State salary desired and submit resume 


Box 642 


Judge Mitchell H. Cohen to — —_ 
the Middlesex County Court. | VAN CLERK W etal D. NEWARK 01 


Box 656 

















Judge Jonathan W. Acton to 
the Ocean County Court; ~~ = 7 Anan as 2 reith Texten cr ligt 
Judge Vito A. Concilio to the ship experience, des m tt 
Hudson County Court, e€X- return for wrvic Nor 
cept Friday, and iste tN Ae 
Judge Philip R. Gebhardt to 4! PTORNEY, pote FIVE Bsn weed yitbrieced 
the Middelsex County Court, negligence and compensation) seeks associe 
except Friday. seri Me 
Week of October 27, 1958, except “77%. ADMITTED 1956, 
Friday real est. practice, Expert rae 
Judge Jonathan W. Acton tO ywewner vs. & N.Y. BAR, DIVERSI 
the Ocean County Court; Pi ogi lt rg ges 


Judge Vito A. Concilio to the 





Hudson County Court; and wn eatiy 
Judge Philip R. Gebhardt to please ca i 1 
the Middlesex County Court. FOR RENT 
s/Joseph Weintraub 
Cd. LET — NEWARK — M 
1 office—425 ft 


Dated: September 22, 1958. 














Announcements ; 
_ RIV. y “ROM M IN LAW OFFICE NEAR 

Prank: J. Coyle, Jr; 1s: new ai! OO cei oe ee ek 
sociated with the law firm of ia 7-6168 
Brause, Callaghan and Koenig at pop XT. PRIVATE OF] 
60 Park Place, Newark. as 

Leonard J. Emmerglick has be- | OFVICES VAILSEURG =BUBINESS S 
come a member of the Washing- Meal professional location, ESsex 3-772! 


ton, D.C. law firm of Perlman,  §sERVICES FOR LAWYERS 
Lyons and Emmerglick. 
Paul E. Anderson has become 
a partner in the law firm of 
Clausen, Klein & Kovacs which 
will now be Known as Clausen, 
Kiein, Kovacs. .é; “Anderson. The | 26s) WORE DON’ Ar os 
offices will continue at 175 ssz2 or s.0. 3-5224 0° 
Smith St., Perth Amboy. ; 





PE a SUASIVE BRIEFS, TRIAL MEMOS Bf 
arch, writing specialist in own office 




















Louis M. Mallin has moved his 
offices to Suite 625 Guarantee 
Trust Bldg., Atlantic City 





Louis A. Sorrentino, Jr. is now —™)" 
associated with the firm of 


Steisel, Gundersdorf & Wolf, 547 CREDIT REPORTS: 
Summit Avenue, Jersey City. 
aa eee NEW JERSEY BUREAUS 
Peter A. Smith has opened of- WILLIAM C. FAY, General Manager 
fices for the general practice of MAIL: Box 643, Newark 1, N. J. 
law at 4 South Broad Street, PHONE: MUrdock 8-5444 


izak WIRE: Uni Ah 
Elizabeth. IRE: Union, N. J ; 






















Laur ryers. 
Clinton 


TITLE INSURANCE COMPAM 
OF NEW JERSEY 






































TITLES INSURED 
THROUGHOUT NEW JERSEY 
on the Certification 

of Authorized Attorneys 











A NEW JERSEY CORPORATION 
AGENCIES IN: Serving New Jersey «Organized 1928 
























CaMDEN @ FREEHOLD @ Morristown @ New Brunswick 
Paterson @ Riversipoge @ Toms River @ TRENTON 


15 MARKET ST. NEWARK, WN. J. Mitchell 92-7878 
BERGEN COUNTY OFFICE: 65 HUDSON ST., HACKENSACK 








